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f%44: #41, 14# 3R1 sfk #$4 TF4 31^R«=hl % 3J4 % 444T Iff %■ PldTRld 4>lRd4> #4T % IREff % 144 t 

Wlff# $J44> # lS4T4f?f4> 1#4T 4T4 if 4f#r #4 H R'J 11 -HI 

1. Rtff4 ufsRlff % ## 3H + l41 ##441 li^f)RUi?R 31FF fftlT (9,9,49,4Tf) if 4T1 44 3TT%^T % 4TSTTT 4T 

4>lRi+ IflT % 4T4Tlf 4T WlTf# 9J4P # ^Ffff P)<J|T-4=h 1#STT # # Sffc 47^144# % 14# TO, #74, 'dlMId 
3ftrifxFTFR3|i)R't>l %1J4% 4447 4# if Rid field 4>lRd4> #47% 4T4E7f IT Rd# 31 4444, 2012%f3rf%4 
#4 tRuiii srfsrgfiT iw 15/28/2010-414l9.il % ifi spiff %f RfidRsr %I #i p RHiP# % ipr %4 
TOR 4TT7 Rlfl 26 444T, 2012 %I #17 Sp7 4fs7g447 #s47 49/2012 % 4pf Spiff 44 f#47T f%47 447 471 
Sp7 25444T, 2017 44tl| I 


2. 3)44141 ##44% 9,#Rl9,SE7 4# ff%47 (9,9,9 9,47%) % #17 Sp7 tR4F7 (47f#7 %f 41 4T 

4T41## SpP 44 47444 3# #ip7 447 #% f^srfTW) Rddld#, 1995 % #41 23 % 1744#4#17 SpP ## 
4#R)d9, 1975#mT7 94%4317T#74%p7%4447 4#if##Rld +lRdd> #47 (#I#9 ^ls#-+-HI^)% 
4T474 4T 91 id <1 # SpP 44# % #T4; tt^ ESUlfsT^ 1#S77 #4 sp 4# % f#r #744T, 2015 % 41 4#44 
47#4 f%47 471 Ip# 4747 f%47 47 f% p7 #4 %f #4 %f 44#7 % 4#T1 # 4##4#4T #3J4 #, % 4T%f 444 
#f f, #74% 4TT4 ## #4# 47% | f% %44 4T 4T4TTT ITT 4Tf41 9ldd<)4f # TOffSTT f%Tr ^ # 41ET |l 

3. 34%44Tf ^ 4f 4T4T f%4T | f% flET # 4r4K4./R4fd4) TtRr #Wf 4T 4K414 4T4TT 1174T4 44 ^ITff 4% 

fTT | sfR 4T4lft?ff 9J44? di4M 4444 44# ff 4ftR4f#ff % 44T4 ^ 4T44 sftr 4lRld % 4#TET 
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FRT TT FTTEET TRY % tcRT TTfY fR RR 3[#f | eYt *TRFfY EfYfYEfYYEf TT RI4HI TREY % fcET 9JTR Yf 

TEFY % f%TT 3FT %E ET ?JFT Y?Y FEISTY 1%^ FRY ERRTTYY || 

4. 311^+1 % 3TR % ETR-RTE Rf ETET f%ET | f% f%RR PlE^T Tnft^TT Yf SJFTTf T?Y FTETE; EFY/R FdK ftrr TRY % RTE 

ER^[ RRjtf % ddlldd % f%TT ^ ttTW ^ FTTRR sf[T EEEYr ^ rfr t ErYe ffe ftY - % TTRY sffT TfT-STft 
#ER FTTRR Yf TtYY d<MM ETRT |l Ef YY ERTET EEY RT Y% fTR FY 3RRRf % FRET TJRT 3ffT ETRR TRY STfcY 
ElRd FT TT# ddcUd f RT | rYt Tft’TFTTTRT #TR ET TT #ITT FEE eYf);REER # ft ST# # 1 JFT 

R^Y TF FfTI Ef # EfYEE f%ET RET RT f% tFR EF TR 3JFTT % TTFR RTER Yf TT# ffit ft |l RITE# ^ Ef # 
ST^Rtsr f#TT I f% FTTEE rYf #fR Ff TRf£R ¥TT Yf 44RM f# % RTFR W ElRd Yf # TT# 44RM fRT |l 
RE: 3TT%RRF ETFY Ef TfY EEY RT Y% RE ERFff ft Ef#EfcrEf Yf ?JRF Yf ffe TETf % Rf ET FEISTY f#Y TT# # 
FEEFR | TEff% E#ETE 9JFT RRRfY ft TfYRlR^Y % RTFE % E#E % FEEST 3TT f|Y ST# # fFT E^f T#Y I 

5. TTfsTRTfr Yf ETRFY # rr # rYf RTT Ef f#TTF RT f% 3)N^+1' ^TR Rr RT 3HgnR, 3 T?i1r Rir ^ £>JR|tY % 
RrK/SJF^ FrR % 5TR RIFT TTT RRYT # FTFrY FT 44HN 3IRT ^TT FfTR ^ ^TtRfT FDfY t§fY % Rtt ^f 

|, ifiRtt Rr, ^fY 3 fr sftr fRr im sRfYrr fR ftR %?ff, ■Rr tt ?jft ftej |, tt ftej ?jft ^Y rr 
iRYsTT TRRT srfsTR RT^R fYRI 

6. dY^K, TTfsrRTfr % f%RTRFfr % RrT 23 % RTT®T Tfer 3TflrRRI # STTRI 9^ (5) % RJRTT, RTR % TERR, 
SEFEraiRT Yr EReRr RrYt 22 FRRfY, 2016 ^Y ttr srfsEfJRRT % RWT Y - ftRR 26 TRTR, 2012 ^Y #fTT 9JFT 
seYsE^RR WT 49/2012 % RfR FFTTTT Rt §j^rf ^Y rjtr; RSRRfsR FFfYSTT snRTT ^Y | RrYt f% 
TlR+IRdYtY RETT tRr RRFfY ft TfYftsi1%RY TY fE ?JFTET TY RTfY ^Y RRRR ^Y RTR TR% 3fYT Rf RTR 
TER % Rtt f% -mR §JFTlY rY fTT RRT RI cl I ^ 3TRTT TRFER RtT RI cl I ^ Rt TTT 'A 4 "l RTER Rt STf^ R10 RT 
3TRTT TFT# ^TREff% ff^ ^Y FTRYTRT |, RFI% TTTR, 5lf^ rYt TTRTTRR FRR % FtYY Tf^# ^Y ^TtRft f%TT TRY 


W. Rf^RT 

7. FYRR RtR % FRSY YY #% tY Et R%RT SETRlt Rt |: 

i. Rt f^FFfY Yr FTRS %?Ef % ^RYRYRY TY ft'RR 6(2) % 3E5RR RSRTRfsR FEtfYSTT RtR 9JR TR^ % Rlt YY F[f^R 

TRftRTRRTRTI 

ii. RYfsrrrfY % ttt Y^rYtrY sfYr ftr^ %?yY % ^ryryrY rY Y%rr 6(3) % street, ry%rr % 3rnYRftR ete ^Y 
r1%rY RRFFE TECEt t I 3R%RR % SERYrYYrETR ^Y ^ tfft Rlt^PlT ETfFT Yf REEfoR TECEt Rt | 3lfT FI^Y 
fYY 3E5TYR f%RT RRT, 3ER f^dd<4 ERYTETf TY ERR ^Y Rt |l 

iii. EYfsrrrfY % rr^ t?ff Yr f%rrfYrf%R sir Pl4?ditf/Pl4?d+)' (Y^yr% rr r e% dift+i+d? ryty EYfsrrrfY 
RY REFFR tettt rtt) H|?Y -H| 4 rP)T ^RRT ^Y El%RY YEsfY Rt RRT f^RR 6(2) sffT 6(4) % 3T^RR ER ^Y 
RTfYR ^ 40 ftrY % fYYrt fYrf%R Yr re^ RrkI Y" 3 trrr tectY - tt 3 trfr err Y%rti 

T>) TRYt ETfY, tTR 
W) RTtRRTRTT. fYr., tFR 

R) setrYr ttY%f%TR REfY, tFR 

R) YfR %fYTR REfY, tFR 
r) Yreeft ttYYYYTR wfY, tRR 
r) etYtY t. YYt., trR 

^i) FE3Efr%fFET TK4lY§R (|.fE-), FE3^Y 3TTR 

R) RRrtY tft%f^TR TEEfY, EREfY 3ETR 




[*TFT I-W^r 1] 
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EE) tEgflE ET. f4., EWE 

EE) EtTT4 3U4REE f4., Eff4?4) 
d-d) 414 Erg gE 4>. , ggf 
3T3|) ffgTgw:gE4., ggf 
ER) f^dM f4ETTE4f4Ef4., gE<ld 
fur) ^fdM #Erf4., gEf 

vi. ette4erie# 4 RyRRid emm4i7ee'eteese% ste4 eete4)eetE rf%wi%rrf: 

t) 4e44e74e RRh ^ fftET sit. f4. 
w) 4e 4 dH+i 14., ■g=FT s gr 
e) 4e 44di-di 14. (1^4114^ RReh) 

EE^[ ERIE# 4 AM <ItE SIM Id41 % 3RTTET, M,^41f4d*l 4g)RUg?TE SEE! ff^ET 4" RET % l^dd-S ESTETT % 
EE 4 f4f4r 3^^ e 4%ET f4ET | 3fk EE4 ST^TtST 4l e 4 EE f4ET EET |l 

vii. d<RlM e4Rtt 4 Sidled 4- ETE 41 SRflr 1 srgET, 2014 4- 30 14dd<, 2015 (12 ETg) Ee 41 |l EET14, 

Sift f44EE 4 e4 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15 sffr ETE 41 steRt ?Tt14e fl ETE 4 ETEE 
sffc srf4 441 et14tt f i 

viii. ete 41 sRflr 44 f^EE 41 e ee! 41 sr1% 4 41et-ett swe 4441 s441 diRiRd+ sngw g4 
diRd4l 4^if44?TRR (41414)3EtgEgE) 4 ettt f4g Eg 4 44 ee et ee ete 4 f4fEE 4 y41dd 4 
etTet 14et eet |i 

ix. f4dTd+, scik+ sfk w estett, 414e^t erj414 4e^t f, Rm44 ETflmf) 41 e e) eet 14tt 41t e 
ft ee ete 4 44f4r 4lf gw eete 41, Egf w ete 4 %r^ eeett Efl ew w |i 

x. snfsTTTfr 4 f4w 6(7) 4 e^e w estee4 ettt 14fl8TE 4 f4g t# e 4 gr ei-RiRe ettee 4 
w 4 1 s4m<s wtt4 ettt erie ette ste!e41e ete eewt ettet |i 

xi. snfsTTTfr 4 44g smk4i ettt w 4 4e^t erj41 4 ew 41 etee 4k 4 t-e14 41ee f4^m4 4 
f4g pHdidof) 43Tg4£r-m 4f4f4ff?f4?TT-f44?ff 43Esnr tt w4tr sirgrgw41 ret 411?nf4 
^rg w^idMi RT?r4f4 wn^iRd 4 tr wt?jet 41^^344141 srf44lgETE4 4 Rrg ww fim-i 

xii. Trf4n41 4 Tnfl l^dd^ tsttt 4 4l f4w 16 3rw, 2016 sfrr 03 tot, 2016 4l sn41Pid 41 t# 
gtf%T? gwf 4 3 ei 4 f4w T^gr te4 4 Ret 3twt w^t f4rm gwf 4 w 44 wr tt 41 l^dd^ 
t%tw 4 4l 3 ei 4 4ff%^ w 4 we f4g Eg RekI 41 Pif^d 4 sr^sr/srgjxn: dif^H tt4 tt sej^e 
f4d i •*mi eti w did 4 dl<M f^dd<s TSi'Eiil ski f4g Eg srgrlE 41 did 41 e 4 ^ sftr ete 
4 Re ie 4 14ek f4ET eet |i 

xiii. TTfsEETfr 4 EEE 4 ^TTE Rdd4 E^TEEEf gTTT STEET 41 Ef 4^1 gW 41 d4+dl 4 EEE 4l 4gE 14 eT, 
41 w eee mReie ee eet 4ee 3EETT | sftr 41g; ee4e 4 4Re4 4 4ew 3ftr 3 ee?eeett 4 srgETT 
sitE41/Ew43ft 41 gf4 41 |i 

xiv. I^dd4 ESTEETf ERT EEt41e 3EETT ET ETgE 41 Ef gW 41 E1 e41w 4 EET! 41 44?4dl 4 EEE 4 WE 
4r Ef 4ll 4gs fl4 ET ETfsTEEfl 4 3EE9EEEIT 4 sgjETT EEt41w 4 ETET 4l f4i+K f4ET | sffT 441 
gw 41 EEt41e EW EET I EET SEE f4dd<S ESTEETf 41 EEE E^l f4ET EET |l e!e41e 3ESTTT ET gW 
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FFTF FtR FtR FSTFFTf Rf Fft F^f FFF fT,FTFRtF FTFTT FT FTf%F fFFT FT FFfF FFTFRtF FTF 
TFFFT FTtR FT fRR?T fRFT FFT |l 

XV. fRFTFT 30.05.2017 RfFf; yd-RlddF FtR fRFT FFT FT, f^FFT fRfRF FTfsTFFft R fRFKlRtF RR 

FTF9FF F»T FTfRF R, Ft fF RfRF FTF mR^IIF Ff&TjFFT FF FTFTT fR| TTFRtFTF fRFTF FT 
fMf^Rrr, FfR Rtf ft, FTfF FtR R Rtf fRFiF> 06.06.2017 FF> FF FFF fRFT FFT FT, FTfltFFft R 
FSTFFrf R fttt y f<Df< u i fR Rf IR'fRiRI' ft fR fRFTT IRft |i 

xvi. w RfftF ftf mRfif srfsrgFFT R *** fRRt fffft fttt RkRid srrarT ft ft^f Rt Ft Rtr 

fRFFf R FfF FTfsrFFf)' FTTT T#FTT Rt Ff fFFT Ft FFfFT |l 
XVii. FTfsTFFfr FTTT FfF Rt FFfR R fRf fRfRFF FT 63.61 FTf = 1 3|f|RRl ffFT FTRt Ff |l 

F. fRF KlRtFFFTTFRk FFTF FTf FTTFTFTT 

(FT) f^dd 4 FSTFTtfR fRFTT 

8. fRRt Rt f^FFF FSTFFT% [RfKiRIF TcFTF RtT FFTF FTf R FTFR% FFFFT Rtf FTFFT Fft TTTFT |l 

(W) FTTTFTF 

9. FRFTF FSFTFfstFT TrRtSTT FTF R RfKIsJRt TFTTF RtffFF FTFFTFFTFF (TTTTTFRtFT FTF NaOH) | fRR FRt FFt 
R FFRTFT RtFT % FTF R FTFT FTFT |l 

10. FFffdF RtFT fF FRfRF, FTfF Rt FTf FF FTftF FFT FFftF TFTFF ftFT | FFT fRfRF RRf #R FFT RtF RFT R 
RtFH, ^jf fRr, fRrRtF ftR, Rff fffft, t^RIRff fftf, Rfttttfttt, ctfRt fft FfRft FTfF, ffdRd, fmf, 
FFT fR FTfR^Rfftt, RdtfRFF RFil^dO FcFrfR R FFlF ftFT |l FlRdF RtFT FF Ft FF R FFTTFF ftFT | FFfF 
fttt RR fTtt, fRrrR RtF ylRIRRld f%ftR f, fRtf ftftR Rf f%ft, ftftfff f%ft Rf Rtftf f%fti ff 
ylRdiRf R 3tft ftR R fRfRvr R RfR R ffttff R Rft F^f ftFT fi 

11. FlRdF RtFT Rr #FT ?JFFT 2815.11 RR 2815.12 R FfF #FT §JFF IRft FfRfRFF, 1975 R FSFTF 28 R 
FfF FRffF fRFT FFT |l FTRRtrTr FTF RRtF FRfFTF R FfTTTT, TFTTF FT #FT §pFT RkfFT 2815.1110, 
2815.1120 FFT 2815.1200 R FfF FRffF fRFT FFT |l FFTfR, Ff FRfFTF RRfTFTFT | RtT Ff fRfTF FfF R 
FTfR R fRRt FTf R ftsfffR F^f |l 

12. ffR, fRRt Rt 3FFTFFT, FFRtFF, IRdfdF, fR^FFT tF 3ftr 3FF %TF^ FFFFT R IRfKiRIF TFTTF 3ftr FFTF FTf 
R RRf R Rtf fMRt FFFT 3TfTtF F^f fRFT FTTfRrT fRfTF FRtSTT FfF R RFKlRtF TFTTF FF FTFTT fF 
FfF R FFTF ft |l 

F. FR^F^ftFFF FTFTT Rkstrsnr 

(FT) f^dd^FSTFFTf RfRFK 

13. yfRdlRi %TF^ FSTFFTT R FFR FfTtF R Ff fR fRFT | fR FTdFTfRt fTF FFtR FF TTfRf FtR FtR FRf;FFTF 
Rt FTFFT R FTft FFFTF FTFT | FFffR R^Ri fRFfFF FRtFT RtT Ff FFFTF FRFTF FfF R SlfR R fRsrfTF Rt 
FFTfRF FTR f I Ff fR fRFT FFT | fR fR 2012 R fRFfFF FRtFT R WFTTRt frRf R fRrFTT FF FfRf FtR 
ftR fR^TfRf R TTF^T FTfFf R 7 FFTTFFT FTfRF R FFfF fFTTF FTFFRfF FF RfRFTTT fRfRRr, RfRF fFT^F 
fRrfRRF, #TTF FTfRFTFFR RfRFFTT, FTfRcF fR^FT RfRFFTT (RftFT) fRfRRF (FF RfTPT fFT#tF R 
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#wr##), fr#ET^j f###:, TTrrf3irtTT^ tf#PE ee^e*), eet #tte eeee# t# e#tete eeete 
esete#t e#stt #s # tsrr 3 =emPi-m i etee: ^fftt etee## t# %#ete f###, ##ette[ f### 3# 
##e ##te [### % ei#e>i eeee#t#et| i eiRe>i ee eeee#te#tet#e#je#e tt eteet##ee 

R'JlT^'t) E#STT E# <#EM #E t #E EEETE ST# t ##TE # EET#E EEET | E#ft E# Sift EE# EESE 
ElftE>l t EST # <=hH^Tl< EE#T #EET#E |l 

14. Ef # E# #ET EET | ft ET#EE EE EE#T E ET# ET# E^T); EcETTF W E^E Et EE# f ft t t# f#HKH ET #T 
fl EETfTE t f#TT #TTE E#TTTTE# T# %#ETE t E#ET# ETE # E# 2012 3T# 2016 t #E EE# f# ft |l 
T# EEET, T3Trt3lTtTTE E.RhH EET#EE t EeREE) #ET tt ttE# sf# EcHKH # TJETT EFT tf EME>l(l ft |l 3TE: 
##E ET#EE# Et E#J E#E t if## ET #ETT EEET ETf# 3# 3ES EcETEEt tt #E# EE - # #f#nE 
ETET 4## ET# Ef ##f# ft T# # EET Etf[ E#E Et ST# ft | # ETE E^f | ## EETETETE EEE TET#E 
#ETETEtl 

(W) Et^EEfTEt#ETT 

15. 3T#EEt t Ef Et #f | # E^ E#E tt #E# f#TT -H l-HH'l EE ETETTT 3TTSTTT EE t# Et |l Eft EE? # EeREE) 
E#T t ft ETE# t # ET#ETT tE#ET EE? #E # EE# ^E#ETE #E t EET#t Eft fl EETfTE % f#T #E, 
ET#t, ft##ET, f##E EE" (ETE % 3TTTTET) t EEE t #E# 1 3TfST, 2003 % EeREE) E#T 3T#E #E 
MREIE ET EFftETE EEftEt ftETT 2 ^E, 2006 # EE# TfE#3EE #E, # EE^ %# t ETE^ EE^tf % ETEE 
Ef #, Ef 3TEE-3TETE #1 EE: EftET# f^EES WTTEf % Et E#E E^ |l 

(E) miIsIei'G STETETE 

16. ET#STT % f#r ETtEE EEEE# 0,#!Rl^TE ETE ff^ET ETET Etf[ E#E ## fEEM EERE#E EE 

tftEEET#., ## UlHlE EE#E ft. EET## ##^?E[#. # EtT t E# #E % EE#E % f#r ET#ER Et^[ 
EETTE# t E# ET f%ET EET ET # EES ET^ET % E#J EETTEE EE E#E 33% EETTEE E# fl 

17. ETfsTEEfr Ef #E E# f ft EIT# ETf?tE ft#TE E# % f#T ESETEfsTE E#ET t f#r ET%EE ## ^pFTE 
EEEE#ETfE%#EFE#., ## ET#E tET#E ft. EET ## ft#E^E ft. t ETE Et^ dc4 K+T # EFT t EEE 
EEEE# #^%EEt T#ff%TT§TE ETE) tf#TT ETTT f%ET EET ET ##T ElftEH# # ETE EEETTcEE f^EET t ETETT ET 
# ETTE sffT ST#, Et# tf ?TTf#T E# fE; E^ -4IM+ ESETE# E#ET ETE ET EET# EE ##T f#TT EETI EE^ETT, 
E#EE) T#tfTTT7?TE t EfsiE) Ef###E E# ETE t f#r EES EEJET t Etf[ EETTEE EE EfstEEE f^TET TE# ET# 
##EEtf[E?ETE#tEEE#TrTEE3ffTST#fpETETf%EEE##E^TEETETI fE% E^ETTrE t EE # E#E# # 
EETtTE E% ErETE# #T TTEElttnE f#. # E# TEET# t ETEE #T ST# # EE#E ETE# ET^E #TT | #T 

tt EE# t #TTE fE E#J ETETEE EE E#E 49.87% f#T |l EEJETT, EES ET^Ef t Etf[ EETTEE t E#EE?T 
ETE ET# EET# ET#ETT # E#J ETETEETT tf ST# EEE t E#EE # fE E#SE ETE # E#J ETETEE) ETET EEE |fl 

(^) fE #E t fT#ES ESTEET 

18. ET#EE# Ef #E EE# | # EES E#SE #E t f#rr E# EE#E # f^#E #ET EET ET, #ET # ^EET EETET EET 
| # #E 7(iv) 3ffT (Vi) # E#T#E ESTEE# t EETE# EET 3# 3FE E^#E ETf%TT #TT || 3TE: fE #E t E#EE 
t f#TT EE#TE ESTEET 3# EES %# # ETEET EET E#^ E#E %TES ESTEET E# E##l 

(E) f|EES ESTW# STTT ##E Sf^t# 

19. f|EES ESTEE# # fE #E t EEE # #f#T E#ET?EET 3# 3TE ETE# ETTT; f, f#E# #E tt Et # W EEET 


S.1 E#SE # ETETE # ETTE EEET 
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(ft ffdd^FTTTFFff%ftFTT 

20. tTTF t ftftdft ft F*T if Ff ft ftFT FFT f ft ftdld FTF it FIMId ft FFF FTFT tTTF % ftdfdft % fftff % 
fft ftft Fff fl Ff ft ftFT ¥IT 11% IM M % fftlF Ff FFTF Flft fF FF FT^f, FFft 9JFF ft FTFT 9]fF fl 
Ff ft ft ftFT W|ft^ ftftdF FftFT FTF if FTftFTft t FTO tft ft FTO FTf ft % Fft FTFTft FT 
fftldlc-HF FTTFffft §JTF FFTFT FTFFFF FFFT FT FTf% Fftftft ft ftt ft fT fftTT FT F% tft d^K, Ff 
fftft ftFT FFT FT fft FTFFtfft 9JFF FT ftTFTT Fft ftfftF fftf FFT ft F^Td fl ddlMTid, FTftFTft t ftrfF 
31 FFTF, 2012 ft ftftFFT % ft 109 if FFT FFF ?JFF FTTft if FIMId ft ftft 9JFF ft FTFT 9ftF FF ft f 
FTffft ftt dlRd dd>Kkdd> f tft FIMId FT FTF 9JFF FTTft FT FTft TfTI FF: FIMId % ftft M|dH<|sjft 9JFF FTft 
TfT, tfftr 9JftT FT Tff I FF: FtFTF FftFT t FTFTF ft ft FTfftr fftTT FTFT dlRftl 

21. Fft ft Fft ftFT FFT f fft FIMId Ft FTftT FTt if fftft ftt tft FTTFT7FF FFF ft FTF ftFTFTft ftft, Ft fft 
FTftFFft FtFTF ftdftFTT FT FTFT Flft FFffft FIMId if FFT ftfFF FT MIddTIsft 9JTF t ftF FTFFFt t ftft(FftF 
Ft fttFT ftt ftt ft ftTFTT if FTF Fff ft FFft sftT Ftt ft ft%F fftdft ft + M^ ft TTFTFFT Fff ft FFft, 
FFfft FIMId if ftTT FTFTF F^dld fF^tFR% ^F FT ^TTftrr ft F^t f%FT FFTI ff%, FlRlFlFdTFf ^ Ff FTFT f%FT 

|f%TTFFftft#fftft|, irrf^TT^ ttftf% srfrr diRd if ^ftfftftfttti 

22. Ff Ft> ftFT FFT't ft FTfsTFFft FF d^dld fFttFTT % if FIMId ^t ?TTf^TT F FR% FF f^^F ^ft fM ^t fFT F^F 
FTFf if FTfsTFFft FTTT f%TT Ff ff^FTfl % f%TS FTFT |, t^TTTRf FTfsTFFft % ^ PldtdFf % f%f STF^ft FTF if 
FTF FTFT FTF9FF) FTFT FT, ftdFI §JfT || 

23. fF% FTTTFT, Ff F^ ftFT FFT | f% FIMId Ft d^FId fFtfFTT % FTFt ^ FTfT FFFt % 3RTTFT, fF F^F dldFI 'sft 
|, ftTFFF f% FfFTF TnrftFTT if Mfdlftd Sift FTF FT FfTT FFTF FFT |, Ff | tTTF ^t fFTFT # FFT ^ FFT flddf 
FT FfTFft FTFTF FF ftFTI FFTT ^t =f>1 -h rl tTTF ^t ^tFFt ^ FF^t FFT RTfirTr Ff ftWF F^t ft^l FT 
FFFTT f% FFTT ^t #Fcff it F?tt Mfrl^F FFTF F^f FF TfT, FF Ft^FFTTF % F^ft Fft FFSft FTFt FF Ft FTFR 
|l FTT FFFT FTFTF ^t d^dld fFttFR % FTFt ^ FTfT FTFT 3^T FFTT % ft FIT) F?tt Tft FTF F FTFT d^MId 
FfttFR if ftrff ^ ^Tft Fft Ft ftWFTtt FTFT | sffT FTftFFft FTTT Sift ^t Ftf Tft t|?FFTF FTF FF Ft FFTFTf 
dtf twtf ff F^t ft TTFFftl W FFFT it, F^FTF 3TT%FF FF fftFTtt t|?F tTTF % ftdl^b |l 

24. dlft+lFdf t F#FTF 3TT%FF % FTRTF ^ %FF tTTF Ft FTFF FFft sffr ^FFTF FTt # FFTFFT FF Fft Fft% 
FFFTt | FfT FFTft FTfsTFFtt t FtF ^ TTFitt sffT TTfF TRF 3|i)R+l % fftf ^ft ?TTftF ftFT |, tftF ftr ^ff 
FTftFFff t FIMId F?t dtdld fFtfSTR % FPft if ?TTftF FT% % ftf FIMId % STTFTFt FT F^t FTFFF FTf FT% if 
ff ^t |l FF: ftFT FIMId %FTfsTFFft FTTT FFT MR+ftMd FTft =4IMF TTtffSTT FFF ft F^f t 1 

(W) Ft^FFTTF %ftFTT 

25. fftf arfT Ftf TFTtF t Ff Ft- ftFT f f% dtdld RfIfF Ftt?TT FTF if FIMId % ftf FTTF Mlftd FFFTTFTF) FT 
3ffT Fft Mlftd FFFTTFTF FTI ff%, Sfft dlRd FFFTTFTF FT 3ftr FIMId % FFST if Ftt tt Mlddiltt FFft 
ft R|M)|Rf Fft ft Ft ft, FIMId % ftf fF Ft dlft+l <lft'F FTt FF ft fFFTF TFTF FFFT fI fFFR-304 
FPftt if ft fft FFFT ft ftftt 3TFFTt Ft ft ftr fftftf FIMId ft 3TFF FTFT ftfiTF Fff f FFT Ff dtdld ftF 
ft ftWFTft Fff FTFTI FIMId sffT FFT % ftf FFF t fFFt FTF ft FF Tft f I 

(F) FTflmft fTTT FTF 

26. FTfsTFFff tFf FftfftTTf ft Ft 2012 if ft Ft ftftFFT FftSTT % mR u I l-H % TF if, FTftFFff t FFF FfF Fftft 
% FfTTF FIMId it FTFTFf % FFF if fF FFFTTFTF Sift dlRd ftftftF fftTT FTI FftFT FTF % tfTTF, FfF ft 
FFft % FTF FTFftf if ft FTFTF it TfFT ftt FfTFft FTFTF Fff F9TfFT FFT f, Rrft ft Ff FFT FF F% ft FIMId 
it FTFTFf % FFFF ftrj FFTtF ft ftt ftt ftt ft FFTFFT f I FFTtTF FRftfttft if FIMId FT ?JTF FFTTT ftFT 
FTFT FTfff FT FFFT FTMTT ftfFT FTFT Flffd, FTI 9JTF FTTft if FIMId %fTtFFFfF«fFfffft FIMId % ftf 
FFTF FTft Tf fl WFTfft ?JFF t?T sffT Rdfd+ t FFTT fI ftft FFF FcM IdF/ftdfdF FF FTF, ftfFFF ?jpT 9JFF 
f, FTTft if FTfitF f I ftft ftFft if, Fff FT ft FF t§T % RmIF FFTF FFJ f, FF t§T if Fft ft did ft FT 
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1, R# TOpTOT TOT# TO*ftTO if # TOT# dlppl fgft pT TOp TOJff TOT g-=TO TOTTTO TOTOTOT SffrT TOlPP 
% TOTTTO 9JTTO TOft | pT TOff TOTO %TO if TOTTOT pT TOP Pf gTOTTfpT fP Pf W«W PtgpTOfffftTOtTTOpTOp 
PmIT) dd Id TO ftTOT dldl Wl f I ",41 PdP if Tp ip-d) j|4 9JRT Pt TOP d*f)STT TOR Pt dd'R dfl f I 3TTT: 
TOTprTOTft TOT TOTTOTTO TOt TOTORT TOpfTO it TOTfT TORT P%TO |l 

27. to# toto 4 mid Pt totot it toPto toto Ptroro P tort# tot tor |, TOTprroTft TOf Pro totP f fP «iRi r<=i 
P#tw m id.n<isft tot# tottoto toPrt 3p |i groP stttt^t, totPed# TOf #ro to# f fP torn Pttotot if stRitoi-0 
TOTR P TOTTOTT TOT R P# % PdlTO pTOTTO 14 TOfTOR, 2016 Pt TOTO TOp #TO TOf# ft TOTTTO TOT # TOp |l Rf# 7 
pTTTOp P)#dPf TOTTOf TOp| fP PPfTO#TO TOT TO N Id % R#dPf % TTTTO fTO5 fTO RsHld I f TOTfP pTTTO P Rl4fd +1' 
TOt TOTOTO-TOTOTO fpTOT TOT 71% TOTOTOT TOpRTOTTO TO# Pt TO# f TOTOffP TOI4M P fpTTTTO TOtp TO#TOpf Pt TOp | I 

TO.2 d4)8TT TOT TOTTOTT Pt TOR 

(TO) 1pTOTO^TOTiTTOT#PfpTOTT 

(i) TO#STT TOT TOTOTO 

28. yRldlP) fpdd<4 TOTOTOT# P TOf TOp f#TT f fp dlR(+l+d? RTT dlRlTOI TOT#TT TO# % #f # TTTOTO fTOT w|^ 

R? #T % pT TOTOTO W TOT ^TOT TOTOT |l TOf TOp f#TT TOTOT f 1% TOTO# 3ER % IJR % +lf?d+ % STRETf TT 
2001 7t mdd<l^t wmr w|,^f 2006 ^ 5 ^ 3T^f& % f%tT 3ftr ^rt w 3ftr 2012 ^ 

R'JlTd'T TEftSTT ^RT RTI IT(% 3RTRT, % TfR 2010 t p-RT4l% TEftSTT % STRSftr %l T4TR, 

7 ^rrt, 2011 ^r TTfsrRft ^ttt ^nfr 3 H%tt ^tr #m % dN^d *k+k ^ttt ittf #fTT 
srfsr^RT^nft^rff ^Tf, f^ra%f%TTRRfsrrTnft^T% st^ftri# 3tf%rr^rrr mRmir w^tf^p; rt%i 

29. ^ ^ f^TT W f f% p-RRfgR RfftSTT t RTR # (8 2010), 3Ti%TT R % W?R (7 

^ETTf, 2011), RTRf % TRTTT fl^ # dlfl^ (12 Rldd<, 2011) #7 fFTft Pl | J|)4+ TEftSTT # (2 R4d<, 

2011 ) % TfrPRr w 3Rflr ffrr ^ ttrr % f%TT Rf^Tf) ttrrRr TEftsiT % srf^ ^rrr 
hRm|r +ld)Pdd T7% #fTT 9JET Slfsr^RT RTf) RT RMR ^ff 4TI 4^ W f f% d^4M TTRRfsTT 

’RTftSrTT RTT RtR TRsft RTRT % TTRT 3TT4T^t ft Tf I 

30. 4^4 Id ETfT%^ Pd id) 22 4ddR, 2016 ^t p-RRpR RftSTT 3TTGT # Tf «ft 3ftr rr Rd i + 25 TW, 2017 ^t 

RTRT fP" fl T4TR', %5 TOR % f%TT TTTR ^ift f t% TOfsRTft sIRT t%TT mr; fMt stf%TT TfiR mRuir 

^t +M?Pdd T7% % Pttt tt^ #(TT 9JRT TRsft arflp^-ddl TOft ^t TO - RT% TTft% f^ft #fTT 9JRT ^fTO ^Tft TRt % 
Pttt p-srfRrr TOft^ % <jf tt^ Pu|fi|+ TOftSTT STTT^T f%f ^t RtTTRdT ftcft |l f#t PsiP" t w# ^TTf fe 
TW #TT 9JTOF ^TT ^nft % f%TT Pu|)ij=h RfftsR % 3TTR <-(Ru| I h! % pH 7 ?MR T^ift f% 2011 

if f3ir| 

31. 3R: TT^ RSMTRfsR TEftTO - % Pttt dlP + l dlf^H TTi" % pTf dlP + l+dt ^TTT f^ft ^if RHR 3RfsT W S 7 ! i - sfR 

WcT TOR TO f^ft Tf | Rff% ITOt 3fRdl4 TOT % TT^t 3RTfST ^t ^T ft4t, ^Tft TOT f% f%fe TOfsTTOft % 

srPtE toN" iRmir Pro rtr set TRfPror 4 ft fPr TOfff% tor # totrt ffjft, #ro f% Pror ttrrPr: 

TOftSTT if fWI 3R: d4d Id TO gft TOf P R«f f, fTO TOTTTT # wft TOfff I 

(ii) ttswPpp TOfPrr to did-u 

32. ffdd-4 TSTTOTf ^TOT 4f f%TO TOTT f f% fT TTRRpR: TOftSTT P W tRtTOT 3ffT fT Pm|R+ TOftTO % 
hRmir ggr totP 3ttot-tor|i gr toteT t gr ttrtoPr:toRtoto qgfRsrfRr tort| f %rt Midd<)sft 
TOTTTOf TOt TOFTTOI TOTff WTT 3RRTO f, #TO f% dlddTlsft PtTOTTTOft % f%TOT 23 (1 -TO) if PPRg fI TOTOpTO 
mRuII'-hT if §pTOf TOt TOfET TORT TORT 5 ^ # ?tTO 3 r 1% % pTf ?JRTf % RT TOt TOTtflR TORT |l fgft TORT, TTTO 
PropTTO TOftSTT TO ^t?TO TOf R TORT |pTOT TOTTTOf TOt TOTf TORT Mldddlsft PddN^i % PfTOE 23 (1 -TO) % 
3TfTOK TO 7 ! 5 TO^ ^t 3^7 TOTpT % Pf TOgRT TOTTOT TOTfff I PTO PtoRtTO TOpSTT TOTTO % TOTTpTO TpTOTTOf if 4T TOf 
§JETO TORT ftTOPtTOT3Tp#5TOf^t 3Rp % pTf gETOf TOt TOTft TTOT TOTTOT f (TOTt RffpTO ft TOT TOft)l 
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33. 4f 4% f%44 444 t f% 447 4?4T4f%4l 4%tST4 % f%f%4 4Tf%41T%t ft 4f 714 417 441% f f% 444 §J74% 4% 4fl71 f%44 

744 ; 31444 5 4% %t srcrfsr 4444 ft% % 5 % 7%%f%7i f%4; tott sft7 4f f% 5 4% %t ^n=nr 3i4f% % 34 % § 574 % 4% 44% 
TH44 4S4T4fsi 4#ST4 % 4f4 RdKIS%4 dmdl 4ft |l d%4ld 4S4T4f%41 444 % f%f%£ 4Tfs4414% 5 

4 % %t 444 sr 1% % %% fir f sftr 9544 % % 747 % 4%f # 49%94 %4 3T^fsr % f#j; 5 4 % %t ar^fsr 44T4 ft% 441 , 
314f4d%HH 4T4%%25 TOT, 2017 7441 7145ft44l 

(iii) ^^3T^3fR^^TIW^i)R+l %t4%tS1441T RfdK 

34. 9f%44% ffdd<£ 44414% % 4f 4% f%44 f f% -MlR+l+d?# % %471 f7T4 % %sHI4> 4fl 4S4T4f%41 74%tST4 9J7i 417% 
44 ST^TtST f%44 I 3%7 3R% 345%4 4% dcHIdd %t 7TT47T, 44%1 %t 714471 3%7 %714 % 1J71 % 4>lRd4> ^Tt^T % 71444 
TJ74 % 444 % f%f?m ^TOTT % 3TTSTT7 47 441 %94 441 %)f%d 74% 44 f%%4 f%44 f I dlR + l % 7437% 3TTO 3%7 7PJ711 
71^4 3ji)R+| % TJ71 % +|R<±+ 7%4T % 3TRTT7ff % S%% 4lRd % dddld 47 7J444 91%%71 dft fl 44%%, f%1%4 
4lf£444% % 7437% 3474 3%7 74574 74^4 3ji)R+l % 1J71 % 714^ 137444 % 311447% 47 744 ft 4S4T4f%41 71%tST4 47 
RWK 417% 44 f%%4 f%44 f I 

35. 4f 4% f%44 W|R 4174%4% i%44ld%l % f%44 23 (1 -41) % 4f4 94491%t % 4f 744 f f% 441 4S4T4fsi4! 
74f%S44 4T TTt f%ff? 4Tf%44ft 4T7T 744" 4f7T 44 % 9J7^ %t 4T 7T44ft | 3T44T f%rft ffdd<4 4%T447 % ST'JTTST % 34STK 
47 ?J7^ # TO 7T44ft f I f %44 23 (1 -4?) t "3T44T" ddldd 44 WT4 4t fdTOTT %t 4%^4%t % f%TT f% 4 T 44T f, 4T 4t 
TTfrSTT Rtf%4 4Tf^44ft 4T7T 3f4% 344" 9J7* %t 44 7T44fT f 3T44T 4f fMt ffdd4 4ST447 % 3Fj7tST 47 ^JT' %t 44 
7T44ft f I cT4Tf%, 44T44 "3T44T" % f%^4 7^4 % 4l%f f%44>ff %t f4^T 44 % %t 7T4T44T ?TTf%7T dff f I 4^ 74444 
%47T 47% TPT4 t- ^ 44444 "3^7" %t f%44 23 (1-4) t 4T4T 44T ftl 4%4T4 4T4 f%f%4 4Tf£R4ft 4T7T 
4TT4TT3irt # 4Tf%44 % 34947 47 ^ %t 4% %tl 3f4: f%f%4 4Tf%44ft % f%TT 4 ^ 4ff 4T f% % 744 4T4 3474 
4%l 4^f 44 4Tf%44 % f7T4 % TJ4 %t 7T4^ 47^3% % 344T4T 44 7ftf%4 ft% 44 7T44 |, f%f%4 4Tf£R4ft 4 TTT 744 
ft 7TS%t 3T74 3ft7 7T^4 7R4 3T%R44 % 4T4T4t % f%TT 3T4%t 4 f 4 % 34STT7 47 %t 4% 4T4 44 f%74T7 t%TO4T%t f I 

36. : ?7f% 3T4T4T, 4f 4% f%4T 44T f f% 4w^ft# TTfRr % 3j^d 5.6 % 4^ 4T49T4 f "4f% f%%4 4RR4f%4T %, 
7T4f&4 4Tf%44ft 4%^44Tt4 4T7T 3T44T 47T# #7 % 444 3474 44% f^ f%f%4 4T%44 4T4 f4; f%4T 444 ?J4 44% 
44 f%%4 %% f 4t % 4%t T%RT 44 7T4% f 44 44% 444 4T44 Slf% 3T44T 44T4T4T4 7T44 % 44f4 7TT¥4 ft, %4T f% 
%7T 2 % 444 %t 9J44T4 %t ^4T47T44 4f7T% % f%TT dRdf^d f%4T 44T f I" 4^ft# TT%trr % 3j^d 5 "4T4 %t 
5J43TT4 3%7 34% %t 4T4" 44 4^ 4T4T% f f% W 34^4 % f%f%f%5 4T44T4 1J4 4T4 3%7 4S4T4f%4 444 f%4f44 
74%t44 % Rut, dl^fl 

37. f%f%£ 4Tf%44ft % 4T44, Slf% 3%7 4474T4T4 7T44 % 41% % 447% ff 4Rf%4f%4f 34444 4®7^ft3% 4 %%t % 31^5%4 
5.6 % RRR« 4T4£T44t 44 477T44 44% 74^%t 3474 % 1J7T % 4.|Rd+ 7%44 % 34417% % f%TT f% 4 % ^ 4 % |f 
4Rt^4f% % 7T44 % %tf 74TS4 44T4 dft f%44 f I 314: 744%t 3474 % TJ 4 % +lRd4. 7%44 % 34447% %t 4S4T4f%41 
414 44 f%77TT7 44^fta% TT%%t % 345^4 5.6 3%7 f%44 23 (1 -4) % f%f%f%£ 4T4m%T 44 47444 f 3%7 4^ f% 
f%44 f%7% f%714 % 444 TT4T4 %t 4T%t dltfu.1 W% 347TT44, 4T447t£% 9J741 %t %t4 44. 44., 7T144 %t%44, 
44?%4, 74T54T4 3%7 4T% % ^4 % +lRd+ 7%44 % 344T7% 47 744T44 444 f I f%f%£ 4Tf£144%t %t ^4 %?% % f%TT %t 
74%t?44 447% d iff 1(1 

(4) 4%^44%4%f%4T7 

38. 4%7J 44%4 % 344% 34^7t?4 % 4 ^ 71% f%44 f : 

4. 4^ f% 4Tf%4444f4f % 44# ft 4Rft4f%4f % 4474 tTT4 % 714^ 47^3% % 344T7% % 7144 % 4S4T4f%4 

71%rt44 444 ?J4 44% %t #4 %t f, 4%ff% 44f%4444f3% 4471 4T44 %t 4% 447% ft 4Rf#f%4t %44 t7T4 
% T14f%4 f I 44%%, f%f%5 4Tf%44%t % 71%t 714^ %?% 344f711714, 743# 3474 3%7 71^4 74J4 3l%%44 47 
§J7%f %t 71%t344 41744 4454 71444 441 
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W. Rf ft Rftt RPR t fttEff t Rt 2012-13 t ERfE ffft ff | Rfp RR% RTR Rt 2014-15 t Rkldd RTf 
11 Thrift, rpr tt RRft t tfpET % rtrtr rtsitf Rt t er- pep repp p|i fprt rrtrt, Rt 2001 tt fR 
RPR t dcHKR WTfrTTTTTF- ET, tfp PldfdR M.H0,413Trf^fr RTI tt^tt#[tttt^ eE tie; 50%- 

50% RT RfxF REE |l fR tE EP 267 STEP RT fwt 9JER RTI Rt 2006 t RE PEffRT ft RT 
TTTnTttrTTTE Rfp m,< 41 sirt^fr t tE tf258 step rt ?jfr ftRT tfp fEfttTiTfB §tR ^ 243 repp ?jrr 
fffET RET RE t TTRTTtfTTTfF Rfp PETRIE t tE tT 250 STEP RT §pR tfETI EEEt t TTRTTtfTTTfF 

Rfp tE % tE tf ffE ?JPR tfET RET E^T EP tfE ?JER EETET RET, ftfft ttt fftft t?T ft 1% PETE 
ETETR tRE tE t ETSER t ff PfT |l 

4". Ef 1% tlHsIR t, fPTE EfPPTftt RPR t yftRfttf RET Et^EttEtEfRfT ft fft El ft RI tt 

fPFT t f%ETR rIe % ftf RIT RET | EfP Ef tt ft Eft H iH^Th % ftftR ETEt % ftf PTR/ff rpr % 
PsMIR RTR EE tt RTf I 

R. Ef ft 4lddttt§IPREE];t, fRftf Eft EEftttfPFPFJE3|4lRR| % EfE ff RE ETETR | Rfp RTR tt 
RRft t Rtf STEER E^f tl EETft, Rf fft E^f ft | ft PEJRT PP3R Ri)R+l t ERST t MlddPltt ?JPR tt 
EEftlR ERPET t fdTf Rlt tt RPPE |l 

E. Rf 1% fPET t ffsTETR HIdH <1 SpT 9JER t ffe ftf Rjt tt EPEE |l EE: Rf EfPfE ftRT REE f ft tRE 
tTTR% Rf^ 4 |Rh HldHdl^t ?JRR^1 ETRT ^1 f[ TEflRT # RT^I 

R. Rf f% RStt RTR 3ftr RfR TTRR R^ftw ^ EEERf % ERR ^ RPR Rl RW f%RT RE^I fR TEftSE % f%f 
R Rt RTf%RTRRfRf ^ RftlR f%RT | #7 R f[ fMt %TR^ ERRTT ^ fR TEflRT ^1 rIr # |l RERR ^ 
RRtt RTR % f^RfRRf % ^ Rf RftlR f%RT | f% RRitt RPR % RRST ^ PEftRT # Rlt RRTR R^f |l Rft 
RR RfR> RTR Ri)R+l RT RRST |, Rtf ^ PTRT RRRR R^f | f^TR% fR RtR ?JRRTR % f%f ERT $\ ftRT 

tl 

Ri. Rf f^RSRTRf^RPEftRTRPRRTRTRTTf^RfRRPEftRTRTR^RTRt^fRiRRRll 

R. Rf f%fRRSRTRfsrRR4tRT#Rf fftftPTRT^^t vd^dd | Rt^RRtR Rt Slf^ Mld4<1«f[ 9JRR fdT% 
# RRPRT # fft- ^1 RRTRRT R^f | RRf% RR f^RfRR RrflRT t Rf ff% f%TT ^ # RRTR | f% R^ 
RRET RT Rf^ HlddPlsft §JRR RRTR ft^ ^1 RRPRT ^ RRR |l 

IT. Rf f% fR RSRTRf&R TEflRT t ft RRSTERT Rf fttl | ft ?JRRT RT fRTt % Sift fftf Rf fft Rpt 
fP ftRT REE | ft Rft fit tt RRTRRT R^f |, RRft ft^fRR PEffRT t ft RRSEERT Rf fftf | ft ?JERT 
tT RRTR RPt t Rft tf fRTTfft ftt tt RRTRRT R^f ftt Rft tt RRTRRT tf fft Rpt RRTR RPRT 


R. Rf ft Rf fRtfRTP t RTftRTff tf Rf fttR tRT ^ ft RRT 9JPR tf RTRR ftRT RTf RRRT R^f, RRft RRT 
ftRfRR PEffRT t RTftRTff tf Rf fttR tRT ffRT | ft fPTRR ftPRK ftRT RTf/Rltf PRT RTf RRRT 
R^fl 

Z. Rf ft tf RTRFR RRft 5 Rt tf tftE fR RSRTRftR PEffRT t Rfff^Rfttf t ft t^f 
RRft RRTR ftt t ft RTRR ftRT RT RRRT |, RRft ft^fRR PEffRT t fRi Rffftrfttf t ft REf 
RREERTPREEfl 

Z. Rf ft fttfRR PEffRT #P RSRTRftR PEffRT tf REE RTR-ffEEP RRR-RRR E#t Rf | RTft ft RTRR 
tt tf RRRR tf fft Rpt t ftf RftR RR ftRT RT Pftl 
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i. df ft f%ftd drfsrddff tf id wr it ftw tfr df ftsriw dTdT ffdT | ft ddT wn/lsff 9pp tr w*r 

Piui^ch dtfsd t Rwk ftd; wr tf drrd |, ddft ddr dSdTdfsrdr dtfdT if ftftd dTfsrddff dt 
df ftdTT dTdT 3ftr df ftdff/d dTdT ffdT | ft ddT ddf/dF ddTdT if WH/ltff 9pF dTdd tt dd 
ddfd dfftcd |l 

I. df ft 9 JFF dd Rwi< 9 JFF dTddff % ddtt ddd |l dSdTdftdT dtidT if dTddd tfT «lRcd Rdfdd 

dttdT t ifdifi % wriff aftr <iRctf if fwfd ddd fi 

d. df ft dlftdlddf t "dTdtt tf d«Td" tf y ^ I Rl d dTt t f%TT odTdfTftd dd if tft fddT dddd d^f tt 


d. dff ddT ft dTTdTftf ?JddT t ttfdd % f%TT 3)R<*+f dt df wRd dTdT ftdT 11% df/ftdftdlf t ddTTd 

3ff%TT dftf dd |l dlRldl dd 3TddftddT dTt t df Idd | ft dlft+l dTTd sjfc !dft tf ddTddT t tdftd 
tfd^f |l dif[Tttddddf dlpTTtftdf f^ddT tkdTdTttfddldTif Wd t tf ?JddT tf d IT tl % f%TT 
d[fT dTf t dddfd |, ddftddd>df dt df Tldlfad dTdT dlf^H ft dTddfftf 9JFF ddldl dTff ddt t f%TT 
dtt 3ftf%cd d^f |l 

d. df ft ftffd dTftddff 3fk ifdtd % dtdT ftddd t df dTdT ddT 11% dft dlfdRd dddT tdTftd dTdTdf 
t f%TT dttff sffT dTTdftd> dddT tdTftd dTdTdf % f%TT ^ dlRd dddTTcdd? |, dt df Rt*t4 

Rd>HHI ddfd | f% dTddft^t 9Jdd? dTddT d f%TT ^1 ^dT dTddf%d dTdTdf #7 ddlf^d dTdTdf, dtdf % 
f%TT ddO" |l dTddf%d 3ddTd dPd # dd1% % ^TTd 3ddTdf dT dmj |l ddTf%d dTdTdf t did ^1 ddfsT 
% dTd sffT fTd ^1 ddfsT dd % dTdTd 9TTftd f I ^dTT d %dd d?^d %9T % f%TT 3T?rd-3Frd dddT ddft | 
df^d %9T % < *ftdT •dfrbdd 3ddTd dftdf % f%TT ^ || SFTTdT, ^dT dTTd % f%TT f^dfdf % dTd% 

111 ddfl dff |, df^d 3Fd %?ff % f%TT Rdldl dT ddfl |l 3Fd %?ff % f%TT w*Pft dTSTK dT 
d^f, df^d odfrbdd 3ddTd dtdT 3ddK dT f%TT dTdT ddfl |l 

d. d^ f% dTfdTd dtfldTT %dd fdld % dTd% t df^ dTf^d % f^srfdd % f%TT ^fiRld ^1 dTTT| dlRdlddldf % 

dYRndri ddnr Rffe drfsrddfi % dTd% t ^n41d dfdd -didMd % f%4d dd fdTdT f%dT |, 

Rlddl ddd dTd fd dddd |: 

"3T^rm tft fd7# df tft f- fc faffs' mfiforf)- zm mffm mw w ^nm w ww ffciw 

I# mW %^TT %■ 3JTSTK WT ^ fdd # d7# % f^Tr 3j}R rd |y fd# d^/d“ # &W& pr gj- ^rftsrT 

d7d df WW rffftw %frft wm m^rftsff ?JrW dd7# W ?d dTdl dd ddd 

^wril tw$% frpr3 tw 3JF)-wtf sttstk^ w^wwmwT^i qw, ftvfcT&ww, #r- 
«77^ %■ /^d/dd wm zzftw # /^%d d7dddst # ddd7d dd |/ d/^d did 

f^f&W WPT^f *f W^WTW %■ ddd ^ WTFT ^(WWT dd rffffiw f/ WiffSTT d/d ¥T ddd Vd?dd d^ ^ /d^ 

^ ww mzwiftft *jr¥ mr$ w^w f wfat $wt % far $ w*rr && mft w $ mzw 

% f% frft 5#d d^ dd^d dd7/^d ^d77" 

d. dlT f% dTfsfddfi dt %dd 3TT%dd dT dTd^ T% dTT dtftdT dTdTT dd ft f%dTT dddT ftdT | sftd dd^ dT^T 
d^f dTdT dlf^d.1 dTf%ddddf ^ dTf%dd if df d^ RdT | f% tdTd ^ 3ddTdf % ddd ^ R-dff/d Wd 
dlf^d if ddfd ft t 3f|r I^ftf/nr fd# dtfrdT ddfi dt1%d |l f%ftd dTf%ddfr ^ df^- ft ft 
dtd % ddd tdTd t dTdTdf % ddd if ddfd Wd dTftd # tf |l dftd did df/dTd df MdlRld 
ddt f ft tdTd t ftdfdf t ddd if dTdd dTftd 25-35 dft?Td dT, ddft dTftddff t 0-10 dft?Td dd 
dfcT dlftd dTdT |l Id dddT, dddTd did if ftffd dTftddff df fdTd t ddd if dTdd dTftd tf did ddt 
ttddTdd^f |l 

d. Id% ddddd, dTfsTddff df df did ddt tt ddTd d^f | ft ddT d/d[ ddffd dft dd dTddT dd TfT |l 
dtdTd ddftdd dt^ ddfd Wd tf dt | tk dtffdTT ^ ^ dTdTT dTftdd t ftTT dTT dTSTltf dd ff 
tfftd ffdT ddf^TTi ^ |tt ddftddddf dd ^d: df dfdT | ft dTftddff tf tlTd t ftr 3ddTdf t 
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tetst if fam fa eiRh m mem setRtt f e f% Itet % 3*Rmff % tetst ir w m sift 

TETT 3Tk 37T fTET Tl fir 3lPTRff % TRST t WE ET fa WjE(ff TT Rlsriw E^f 
4EET | 3ftT E ft TTfsmft 47t EETft 3RE, cT^TT TEfE WE 3|i|R=bl % EEE if ETSE, SlRt affc TIWM 

eee ee PTeRe eeet setRe f i 

(E) Trf&lTil'd IRT'5rN' 

39. TTfsTTTfr fa aETt f f% m idH<isft ?jee eR teRse % tRet % Ret weeR ar RtERE wadsft RfEETEaft % 
REE 23 fa ETE eRe EETEEtfsET #ET ?jee eRReE, 1975 R EET 9-E (5) EET Mldadsft aw % E^4 11 
tRETEET|l 

40. wEdsftaw fa R RyRRd e#pe Ret eet|: 

"11.1 mmfasff m m ff fa m fafm m ff mg fan fafmm, ffawfa srffa ff fa f, w^wmwi mm fa 

ffa srm^nm ift/ 

11.2 mffafaf, fasm^nmfr, mm afor me nmn ffaeff famn Tsrfaf fa mfam me, faf mffsn faf nrnfmmm 
faf ffan Wefa §T[ WWTUrWWi VT^cf meWT if ?JrW> fa «(7rr srffaefmm faf mfaf efa faf 3jrT?WW>WT faf mffsn 
faffa, mfa ffasmnmm mmefsff ?jem wtttt far fa wm mfa fafa mfa ff faf fa ffan 'Tsrmref faf mffamrff 
fa^nrmmefafasrfasrmefamrsrffamrefanffamnmmfammmfafmmmefafaffaTT^mfammsTfsrdmm 
faf faf em mm mwimm f, mm srffa fa faf ^ smm mrfaf gmerfa fafafefrnmnf, fa ?jem far /Re7 

377(77 # 37EE7 777^ EE777E ffam WTWT f 37EE7 faf fa Ifa fa fl fa W $THTFfi faf 3RRe 774^577 R 

fawnmm mf&wft ftsrffcr wrd f fo m&Trrtft sjw 3jtw??pf wjfff, tft ^ mm m fan 

mrrmi 

11.3 wfe WTfanrft mfa mt # Tfrr # /^ %■ 7 ^ ^ # af ^977 # nmn m ftsrfa %■ 7 ^ w # 7 /^cf 

3mfa ^'fan ^ 1 ^ nfan~ ^ 3fa ^ nmr w^[ mfar ^ mrr ffa[ tttt f^f^w f^rr ^tt 3 ^^-m ffaff mftsn 
^ ^ fasrffar mwr ^ fa ^ mrfa ^ nmw: mm nmr sfa nfat farft nmr mfat jmnfai faff, 

fan 3f/r2 zpmwmnf ffaft fawnm?. mfatsft^jmfa mfanffarffa ffarwfa^S 

777 mffsn fa mm 3fa srfa faft %■ smfar nnwi m mffafc %“ smfai firffai ffan m m far 2 %“ fanfn 
mrr mffam nfasn fa fafa it) m fa ffaff fafa fa mm me fan nmmi ^ ?jm faff mffsn %■ %■ 

fafarzfa’mnr^T^mmfa 

11.4 mm rfa fafan & nwn ff 6 & wmsmr m mjfafa & fanfa fa nf ffaff mffsn m m*[ faff/ faff 

ffaff mffsn fa mmrw ffan mrrm 3fa m w ffamf mrnmmn mffsn zfnjmffa fa fafar fa 12 faffa fa fawr 
farmn mnrnn" 

41. 4i<Mdsft ftw# % ffam 23 % Tna fafa aaTTr^ftflEr #et ?jet srflrf^aE, 1975 ^1 stet 9a?(5)i w 
srfsrf^aE^1 stet 9^(5) ^ RyRRd f%aT w |: 

"mmftsff 9jm, mrmmf mmrnffamzr 777 fwvwr# rnn^nfafawifa fasmffamnfd mfawmfaf 
famrrm: 

fa fa faff mffsn fa fan mwm mmrmfrffafafa ?jm fa mnffa fa mm nm sfa fa mfa fa m mfa 
jjmujff) fa fa famwm f fa mm-mm me m mm fa mu? m; ?jm fa mfa fa fa fa 5 fa fa fa wm 
mfaf f 3ftr nrfa fa faff smffa m mmre fa mm fame fa nrfan fa mdw fa faf/ 

far mmm, wfa ffa fa 5 faf fa iw fafa fa mnffa fa ^ ?jn fa fa faff mffsn fafaf mnffa fa 7 # ffafaf 
ffamrn me n faff ff m mmfasff ?jm fafaf mffsn fa wffwm fa fan fa me mfa nffam 1 mffafafam 
wrfrmmfaftj" 
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42. f^Tt^ 1 4T%, 2011 # srf^gw %W 15/2011-#4T SpF (44\€t) 447T ^smf^frfsm- JW RrW4%t % f%44 23 
% R^RlftsId F#R4 f%44 44T |: 

"23. ^nffsTT(l) srfitftw # mrr9 w %tvw %#Wf mrwi wwr ¥tf mwwftsff f/ww^ srf^-wfwr^ #w?r# 
?rwm^-^f^Tri7T3rwf^-w^3^T^w?ffwrwwwTj^w/ 

(1w) Rtffw WTf^WWft T srtf&W ft, 3TTft fT # 7f W 77 WT fft fttf ffTW& WSfWWT % sppctST 77 wf frff 
fPftSTT $t WWWWT ^f jf§ Wld §Tf WWTUcWW ^fWTI 77^(7 WtB f 3ft 7 fifwnTRWW WTWWTtsjf jJ^W Wl% fRt % <?/<? 
37%f mvrwffrtfkr wnff f, fWf wrwwrtsff ^jww wf f^twi m% #sttff ^wfftt3ffc frft%■ 

ijvw /^/?5 r mffiwrff tf /%//% # tf# wwrfw f§ fcw <v twk # fdwRw wtjf 7f t wt? w RMwf 77 wfwft f 

f^r wf^ wrwwftsff wwm w wffwf^w tf fan mm f wt wf^ zwRr # f /% 377 # ?f% w tf# ^mjf% fRt 

#f VWWWT wff f 3ftr fWfttT’ 3rw fwiff zrww wff f 

(1 w) ft /%tf f/; 77 % /%%/- 777 frftfgrrtff srfirRtww % smrfw mrwi *m wtf Rtsnmww mzwrtsft 

f^3#w/^#(77##5 7 % # 3rwf^ ff tft# ftm wmf faffs' wrf^wrft ff smffr ft ^ ff# zp? 
^f wr wr wf^; i^ftw ^f 3ftr ^ f^r mt f^fstww gfifd f^f % sjrmr 77 ff smffr fw fft ft 3 % 

SJWfit % tftWT W ftMrf 77 TfF# jf /% FF ^7F # <W//3 # 777F T7J wfw[ zzftw # «## F7# ?lf# 77 FT# 
tjrujff) fRt # WWWWT fy 

/2; ^r-f^m(l) % sftpfw^ trifsTT mffsrr ## c///?# # I2m^ft 3prf&w 

sjwfir ^ tfkrr mw # ^v/^v/7/ 

fj; /^W 6, 7, 8, 9/10, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19 wm 20 % ^WST tnftSTT %- J 7777 # # 3JTW??ff yRc/M 

wffwmyrffttl 

43. f^'d'44 1 T?T44ff ^TTT ^flSTT % W4T t ^33lf ^ 3*rTf%TT IpfT f: 


i. ^TtftSTT ^T ^THT ^ t wff% ^TtftSTT sftr 4 H - sfcR 4 ^T | f^ra% 

WWI%S 4<+K ^TTT w ^TTfsmfl # R)4ilR?ft f41 + K d" f^lft ft ?PRft | ^FTT f% 

2011 tfsrrti 

ii. snfsmfr 44 spq- %?ff ^ftsn 44 Rwk 4 ^ # ?Tf%n 

iii. N + ^PftSTT 4 H - sr«? TTt 4 ?pfSfr 3 Tk ^TfsR^Tfl TTS^TdfsT ^STT t 4 H - Rfd K srfrFI 

44. a ^nfimfr dk 4^ f f% t ?pF 26 d^F, 2012 wmi W 4TI ?pF 25 

F^F, 2017 d^FFjfl TT£4T^fsr Tnft^TT 22 4dd(l, 2016 «ftl wN’^l 21 ddd^i, 2017 3fW 

:3 ^’ ^ W f^TT ^fTdT ST^RT | 3T4dT f^f f^^T t ^ W 4^1% sffT STFt |l 4f% 

snfWfl' Wl Rwi< 1%TT f^TT W TTrftSTT % WFTW TW t F?ft?FT 4F% f, %TT f% 

f^dd4 T TST4iFt ^Fr ?p£ f%4T TRT |, ww tft %? •H<+K % WTW 9JF4T wft 3TT%?rf # Tf^flSR 4F% % f%TT trtItT ^FFT 

fr^TT 3ftr ^ftfira - w FfFT ww 4 41 ft) f%f% % ^ 4?4 % 4?4 W- fftTTI Wfe ^Tf%44fl 

wf^W FTffr^TT ^ WlOt 44 f%44 f WW ^ftf&cT f%TT FT^7|4TI JW 44F4 t fWWWW 4ST44Tf 

# W7 WZTWW f% %4 W JW TT FT^TtSFT 4F^ % f%TT 4Tf&44ft # RlHilR^ff ^1 ^#447 4^f 4F 4T44fl |, ^ 
7^4 4f f^TTSIF I #4 4^ fMt 44^ft 34SrF qT 34mft4 4^f |l %H<£ 4?T44ff 4T7T wz&w ^1 4T74f%4? 

fll^44 ^ t 3FT4 3fk 17T44 W?\i ^ WWXW 4^4 Id 444% 47 4^f 444T |l 
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45. % ERE t ETfstWTR TtT WEEt f f% fT % f^HT 23 R EERSE % fRf 3 ETE ?Ef ft wf f: (i) Wf 

Tff Rt TRiEEF ft, RfeR widd<)sR sjrf w4 eertr it wettr ttR Rt trsrwee 44 eeRse weR% f%f, (ii) RfeR 
ffdd-4 etwee, Tt ReReeRttR t3 tr?twtt 4t ffR writff erkewt ^tetwe^tt wett f, ttttRfrtttt 3eR4e 

WT TTTT 3DtH 4 EWT 4t WfET WT RtE (iii) RtTMkWW WlddiiRt 9JET EETTf ^ % EER Et TfP tRr ^-H-MM1% 4tT 
ft, WTf&WWft WT dlRkd dlddl fl 

46. fW RldWIdof) if wf TEW %f%TT stR1%t "ERKkWW TER" ^t ffEE if f4wR EERSE %1%f ipER "-HW>KkW + fWWT" 
wr wrttw f i rt% srttrt, WTrwtfsR wett % seetr 5 % sfrrfw ter eeRR weef i 1 R seeRt eeRr# 
WT EEf wff ftR fl w WWTT Ef tRe][ WwRw WT Wf w4^ 1% 3EETR 5.6 % SEEfw EER wRe[ TER TTTT WWR wff 
fRwT WWT TT, Efft wff fl 

47. w4^TwRwR%TT tTREf TTTeRR WET%if TRr1%EeRrwR ^WWTf RfRrTTfF TTtwW WRTf%WTI fldifR 
3EEf WtRtW R wRe][ WwRw % 3EW eeR % TTT^T-TTT^T EeRsTT % fRf 3TwR SEJTtST % EETtw R PHpIR ld EIWdEkWW 
fTWT Rfr 3WSET ftf f ; 

i. f% ER^[ WEfRf % dcWIdd % f%TT W^jf EET 44 EEWT RR; dWdlRidl TER R fW 3]TwR wR TWTf TtR % WR 
R4t R fRt ft I RR; WW% WHEddW dfxkffd #WW, WfW 3^T Slf^ ^|Rd t ^fcT STfllRT dRd4d 

f3IT I 3frr dJ^IH Stf^" 4lRd ^t RRjhd RTT^- % f%TT wtll dtt || 

ii. f% tor 4- Pdtdl' % TTRT 4lRd 4 1 4t Rrin RT 4- dddld StETT | Rre% TRW W §JRT # TEftSTT 
STTW^ttW) ft wt fl 

48. wrrw WTtwr WR% ^RTT % 3i^d 6 t WTfgRWft % TR Rett t Pk 

"wrfsrwwft 3(Ft did WR^ - ft 1% 4f 9JRT 4dd RET, TT3>tt 3ldd sftT TT^xF d^d 3r4ftWT % '’JET % ST^m WfT 4' 
RdtPld WTftf WT ft ETEJ | 3fk Wf ?JET 25 WtTT, 2017 WW? t?T fl wft ^l^d+t ^ %WET tWET % TJET % 3TW 
Wft Tt f^wff^r WT Emj WTRECfft ?JET ET^T TEftSTT WT 3Tftt?T ReTT |, f%T 4t ^rtT ^ECT, wFWT 

f% Rett w |, ww# ft wftR4f%rf ^t swet 4 1 riwe TTfsrwwft ww wf w f f% eteet aftr #tet etewet 4 1 

MRdddI 3tw fET WTET % Wldd ft Sfft % d?/f4t Tt SWET ET EfWvE RT e 4Y t§ft, RET WT 4" ?JEWE ETEJ f 3T4fcT 
tTET, Eratt3RWf44fTFTEET3ii)R+l, % f%TS ETEJ 9JET ^t <=d IW + EEftSE TTWT-3 W ^xF fl" 

49. ETPW WTTW WEt ETt-^t ffET if ft ftf Ef TWfxF RdEJ| t Wf TW^ f f% WTf%WWft % EETST RT dlRl+l+dM fET 
WER f%f WTT 3U%RT % SRSTR WT 3ET EEET wwfw Wd>KkW+ ffET 4t f% EWEft ft Wftf^lf^tt t ETTf TWEI # 
TEft^TT EPff T^T 4 ^t d141 STTWREF f, ddlW, fTT% t% ftrft fWi t?T % EttST TT 3EET-3EET TEftSTT 44 dIRl RT 
dlR+l+dt# fET f%TT TET srrsrrtf t f44t fT TR^ t?T WT wf%^ET TWET wft Wf TRET 4T, ftTEF WRTTWRW ^ 
WlRd TT wRdxtd f3R ftl ^ WlRld TWTtE 4t dPliffd #ExT sftT StETEET WT WfW fET WT WTt f I wft Tf 
TTET sftr xjWdlPldltf # ETEET 4" dddld WT TE%W f%WT TWT fEE, WW fE% WETEWTR fW7 %§T % Slftt WlRd if 

wt4w ffe ft Ewrft 4t, wf w^ wft ftn wn ?ree f f% Rrt fw? etw wrrw # wt set eto %?tf wr yf4$d tttt 
T ftREm wftw^ ER^%?ft%-HIWkd fET 3ffT ftrfw 41W xft WT 4t ETEjft^ f Wdl'f4 Tf 4t dEldt WTWTtfl W 
WTTT t TTfsrwrft TET ^EW t?T % TRET tt 4Y TEf^ %?ff WT fT ETT EET WTTT dlf4+ TEETT TTT WTI 
TTftWTWTrftt % Tf WTfT wff f%TT f t% wtt 2011 WT fW> ft TEET WTEW f^f wnt % WETfW tt 3TTEI-3EET t?ft WT 
eteet 3ftr 41wd7 ir wRd4d wff ft etwt tti fidiR>, wft wtr 3ftr tt# ft wftf^rf^rt wtw ir seet-sett wrrw % 

3EEfr TTT TEW # TEET Tk sR^TTfET fET # TWfst if SET ttt WT ETEJ wff ft TWEff f Tt WTfw TTEft ft 
wftRTf^tt 4t Tft WTf TWEE f f%T% Rrt EEftSE ^t TTT^TWEE ft wtf1% R4t EeRtT WT fET Tf§T Rt - 
TWTtt % ERE t TTeR ft wftRTRrt sftr Ret TTTT % EEf f%f TTt t EETT # TfRr TTfir f I 
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ffRTO RRRTTf f RTffRTff ff TRR ff RpT RT 3RR f£>ff ff Rff STT RTf ff RbdK RTf ff Rf% RT RR RRTRT | 
Rdff p 3TT%RR 3Tff^7 pffSTT % fftT || p Rf %f % ffTT fipTR 23( 1 ) f 3rRl oi) Rb "3TRRT" RT RR ffRT RRT | ff 
RTffRTfr ff TRR ff RffFRT fiPfd f sffr pf RTT 3TT%^T % RTR R^f RtRT RT RRRT | ffRf RPR RTTR 

ff Rf i RTffRTfr ftr RTf f ff ffRR 23(1) f rr rtrotr rt srffRTR "wirro prrt" f |i 4^f ft p f^nr 
ffrff RSTRTT RTTT ff Rf RRiKIcRR) pPTT RT 3Mdfl ffrff TpffSTT ff TRR SJR RTf t ffp; RTf f R^f TfRRT 

|l Rff RTffRTfT f RTR RRKIcPR ^IT I RR ft ffrff f*|dd4 RSTRTT f 3pfRR, ft rpftRT ft SRRiPTRRT ft 
rrtrt |, f p rtr rrprf mft f ff p sppff srf# R^f rr rt mm | sffr rpftsrT ft RfffffR R^f rt mm | 
ff rri sr^rtsr ffRT rrt | Rffff p ffRR RTffRTft rt rrr-tppt ^ p rrtr ft m r m f srfliRRd RTf ft 
3TTR9RRRT ft TpffSTT RTf % f%TT ttr RRKIPI + dlPkd RfRRT |l W RTTR f, Rfdd<£ RSTRTTf RR p Rf 1% spT 
^TTftSTT if fTTR Rf #RRT RR fff Rf RTffR R^f ffRT mm dlff U, RT RRfff ftp]; RRPT f fRR RR f?T % ft® if 
rpftsTT rt 3rptsr ffRT |, tsr RftR ffaT |i 

cftw m, R% f^dd^i R’ST^TTf ^RT ^PTT W |, TTS^T^fsT Rtft^TT ^T 3fk ^TfsT^Tfl ^T tTS 5TR1% 3pft%TT 

% iR'JURH'bM W ^T RfdK ^ % 3RST11, ^ ^ f^TT W | f% ^1% RTfsRT^t f^dd4 ’T^TRRTf % 

%■ W^m ff, f^PT 23 % SppR WTFri% p4t%TT % P'mf^cT mR^IIR 9JRF 3Tfsr^TT, f%^ RtftSTT dlR + l 
^PR ft t, % 5 ^1 3Rflr ft mff f f%TT % RR # R?ftSPT 3TW 9TRF ^1 RW RRTT tl 


d^Rld TTPRT # TJR 31T£rR, ffff f%TT ^RT RtftsTT ft RT^T Rf |, Rf RT f% RR^ ^3# f 3rMldd % 

f%TT IJTJFF Tmm t RRfR dRd^d 3TPTT | Rr% 1PRR frPT f RRST t SlR RlRld if iRd^d f3R |l RTfsmff 
ftz Rpt t f% SlR RlRd yRkf^d #fpr 3Tk r|r TJRT m R^pf |l fMf f^dd^ RSRR ^RT f%RT RRT 

I f% fm ^ 3RWf R7T %RR rJr TJPR if dRd^d f3R |l Rf 3RSIR f^RT RRT, RT ff TTRRlffr 3^3 r|r- 

1JRR, Rprf i 1 dRd^d f3ff |, Rf% TTRSTTftfr i 1 RftRcPT ffRT | m RTRR dR$<d RRTR RR^ %?ff f R"^f Rdfd+I' f 
f%TT srf^- RlF?d RT RRRT |l Rt% 3RrTRT, ^ft %?ff %■ RPTR # #fpff if ft rRr€r f3R |l W RRR %, Rf R^f 
RPTT RT RRRT RT f% W RRfcf if RR^ff ff RffffRf^Rt %RR TTR %R % RRST if f, RRrfi' 3R%RRT % R^ff RRTR ^ R# 
f%RTI RR% 3RTTRT, ^TR RPTR if rRr^R f3R |, RR %RR RRlRff % TTR RTJf RR Rf%Rf&R R^f f%RT RT RRRT 
fI Rff RPPT 3ftr #RRf if dRd^d f3R, f%R% RRRRRR Sff^" RlRd if dRd^d f3R f, #RT f% 3R%RR RRT R^ 
ffRT RRT |, Rf RfiT Rf RRTRRT | f% Rf RTRR RTf^R RR ft RRTR RTRT ffRTI sr^RTT^R RR RfRR f RnRpff 
RT RTRTR RR% p; ?JRRf Rf RRPP RRT f, 3RT: Rf 3TPPPTR f f% 3fi-§TTfR RR SpRR Rf RPJRRi" % f%Tr p f%f§TR 
RfffiRff if RTRR RlRld RT ^ff f^STfPR f%RT RPT, Rff Rf R?lf% % f%TT ffRTf if Rtf RT¥R RRRPR Rff f 1% RTRR 
RTf^R % RRT if Rtf RRfR dRd^d Rff f3R |l fMf sff f^dd4 RSTRTR % RR R«R RT RR^R Rff f%RT |l fRff RTR, 
fRTR % Pldfd+f % RTRTR Rf TPffSP i" RTfR f%f RT% RT RR R3TRT | 3ffT Rf R^ f%RT | f% fMf TpffRT if ffrff 
%R Rf RTfT RT^ ^ 5Tf^ ft RPR RT RRR RRTR R^RTI 


» Rf RRR p RTfsTRTff Rf RTRTf f f% RPJRRTR % R^ff Rf^aff RT ?TTftTT RTTf p ?p ^f Rf ' 
T Rff | 3ftT f^fiTvT ffRR^ RSTRTTf RTTT RTTf Rf 3RRf%Rt #R R^f f | 


> r41rt 


54. Rf^RRTfRi'RPR% 1 JTTffi‘i : f%TfRRffwtp dfRM RPR % f%TT 3R%RR ^1 RTRR ff RT 3TfffR RTRT f%RT RT 
fWi" pff3RT % 1%TTRRTff ?>T 3TRfsT Rp RR | sffT #RT 9JPR RPR % mRrIR Rf RPJRff RT RRRT |, ^fRT f% 
W RRTTR if ff % 3TRRT RT ft RpT ff f3R f I fR% 3TRTRT, 3R%RR %RR frTR % ffm R>ffSTT f f%rr ffRT RRT 
RTI fTRfff, RfRTR RtffSR dlRl+l ff RfR R^TR 3 Tr 1% if RRff Rijf ^f RTffTRTRT/ffff RTRRT if RTfff TTR 
RTRRTTRR dRd^d p f f^RRT RRff 3TTR RT RTTRTfff §JPR RT ffOT RRTR RJ RRRT |l f%TfR RPR ff 
3RR?RRRT f 3ftr ^ %RR TTRTTRRTT f §TTffR ffRT RT RRRT f I RTf%RTff f ^R% 3fpfR ft RfT RT fipTT 3^T p 
fffR ffRT | ff IR RTffRT ff RTR ’jf if f%TRK f ff Rf f, #RT ff 1 J# f 3ps%ff if ff RR^TR ffRT RRT f I 3TR: 
RTfsTRTff f RTRR ff ffff srpfR ff Rff RTRT sffT W RPR f ff^RRf ff RTff Rff RTf RT fffR ffRT |l 

tilRl , ~d R^rd. ffdfd flRd sffT Hl<td Rif^fd ft s<fiff sjfT RstK u i 


fTTR 3ffT RRff 3TTR f pT f RRRT Rp f ffRfff 
RSRTRfsTR RffRT RT RRTRpff RRT RTRT ffRT f: 


Idfl 3ffT j 




16 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


i. #FTFf EERIE RRFft, FTR^ RF^# RR TT^ FcETER; 3PFft FTRf&E PMTr + #FTFf ^dl^bPl+d 

RREf?TEE wft, fTTE % FTTR-ETR 3ftr 

ii. #FTFf EE/ft tft%frERT RRFft (ttr rrffTTnTF-), ttbr EETTEE STEft FTRfsTE PMd+l sflT ESRRFff ^TTETfNT 

strIe #EFf %f%R? ref£[e rrtmTIee (ijfi(Ph?r+), #Frrf ?Fr |ft^ (RE.f.) rt. f%. 

(TTRfrTTTrf) (oiimiO), ^rf; #Frrf ifEE f^ftw |fe tieEre, ^rf; ^ftf? ftftw i*z 

REEfE^ (°RIHlO), ^Rf %FTTR-FTTRI 

feR 

56. ETE # ERfsT % ^TR fTTE FT FTR^[ RF^Ef % Et EgW EETTEE ETER: #FTFf ETRTE ^Et^EET RRFft (T^Mt) Etr 
#fe1 rt%t rete Qdl^r£)R>E RRFft (frsnffEft) fi RFff %rf%rr Qdl^PWd RRFft (FEftrft) # eetet 
4>hP)-M i fl RFff RE Pi 41 ^ 3TFt FTE^[ PtEfER #FTFf Qdl^PHE REThTIEE (’MtFft), Et FEftFft # FE °EI4 |Rr> 
RRFft1, % ETSRE Ft EtE 3TEl% % EtTFT PtRfE fifET |l 

57. RTfsiEEft EtE EF% f 1% RRf% TiftFft sftr ’ftrftFft P RETRTft ER ^ EET RTRT f%RT |l EFRtf%, frsnffEft P 

RETRTft ER EET RTRT Eft f%RT |l fFI% 3FETRT, R^ SFJTtST f%RT RET | f% RT%T fETE RRFft 

(FftEnT'ftFft) EEfRTE FTRsff gff % ERTE fTFT % ETprEEftEf ETTT ER ERFl % f%TT pff?ff % EETE FETTER Eft EF 
7ft |, EEff% Rf ETRrft FtE ylRilPlP) ER FEEtE EFp fE FR^ ET^Rlf RR FETTER EF TfT RTI RElfP, 

ETTT AcM iRd RF^# 3RR RRT R^TJRTRTRT # Rf «ft RRT ^ RR f^RfR #FEf ^ft%f^RRT +Km1>?R 

(iWEfr) 3ftr #FEf ^fR ftftR fFR TTRRRt (RTRTft) RRT RTR ^1 3 r 1% % REFT f%RT RRT RTI sddiR), Rf RTRT 
RRJFft | 3fk RR ^ ill'llFfi % R7RTRR RR RR f%RT |l RFT RRRT ^ RRRft % Rtf RET RRT Eft f^RT |l rFUrR-II 
% ST^FTK FTRR ETtJRf RR fR *** ^ftf^R RE rIr ^1 RRfsT % TERR ETTE t f^RfE f%RT RRT | f^TTTRf ^ ^tRTf’fEft 
FT %RE *** TfEf^RT RE wfffi Rf «ft ^ft ETR RRfsT % REOE %RE EERR *** RfcETE fETT |l ff%, ^tRTf’fEft % 
EETETft RR RET RTRT Eff f%RT |, RR: ^RT t Rpdf^d ftRft R?t SRTE FT ERRR W RRpft El tE: FTfREft % TE FT 

etetrrt|i 

EIEI’R FEE 

58. #FTTf RTRtR Qdl^f7)R>E wft (iJ.'UFTi) % RETIRE # ETEE RR f^RfTE RRFft RTTT ET7JE RTRiff ERT RfsTRE 
FERTf^E RtERf % RTRTT RT f%RT RRT RTI rE^ RRTtRTT ^TTETT # EPR # FTTEFR EEfsT % RSRSfEr Tft f 
#7 %RE *** RfE"?TE E^[f%# ETERR RTf Rf #1 ERJFTTT, RR^f ’jf FTTEFR TJFR RR f^srirRT EFTEfsiE RTfRTf 
% ETERR %E-%E % 3RRTT RT EfET RRT |l R^ f%# REE %r€ 1 RTEF RT f 3TET FTETRtEE %RE f%TT tttt RRft?TR % 
RRTE Fft # Rf f | 

f%RfE#RE 

59. #FTFf RTETR % %RE ’fEfEft % ETSRTT ^ EtE EEfsT % ^TTE ETTE FT FTE5R RF^Rf RR f^RfE f^RT |l Rf f^RfE 
FfETRTiTR rtefrt ftr f sfEr ftetrTee, FT5#t etet sfE: rtr etre % RTOTT RT f%RT RRT RTI PlR?d+ % Tir41u, 

% RRTRT FETTRERE TTRE %r€ 1 f%RfE #RE ER RF^ % f%TT Fft Rf f I ETR RRflT % RTR # RRfsT ^ 
ETET# RR f%RfE ETTE ^ #FTFf ^flE Ptf^E fFE RET^Ef, fRf % ETSRE t f%RT RRT fI E^JETT, FTR^ RT^# % 
f%TT ETR ^1 ERfsT % ^TTE f%RE TTRE R^? f%RfE #EE RR f^EfTE f%f^RE FFRtRe FTEIrWeT RTl RF^ % RTR 
#% f%TT rtt 3T5FTK f%RT RRT |: 

RTEE ETf^E 



Pi r Ter? 

FTTR ITR PlRTd 

EIRT-R 

TJRR 

ETET/4t. 

EE 

HldH 

HldH 

H IdH 

i>nd 

REf^R 
ETET/4t. RE 

^TTT^T 

RilP.'Pl 

EFTTAfr. 

EE 

H 11 ^ H 

(%) 

TTTT^T v5T 

^Et%frTRFE 

3 di^ [i\ RRT 
RREf??RE RRpft 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

(15)- (5) 

3T^T 

Etf 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1-10 
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TRTft 3FR 

ftM. *T3^t 34)^14^ wft (U^u41UU4>): jiM 7T3^t %1%4T IsifrlR ^RTfaFT (WTFftw&ft). 3R4. ^nf gtw 

clRd (xrqf) ^T. 1%. (>»q JRdl). ^rt 'lilVi i»mRsI. 

60. #fTC? R3^t QdRRHd wft (TT^TTffTTTKR), dRJ# 4>T T^F 4cHK4>, ^ M,<4^3TTf^ft 3ftr ^r %Rffrt 3TTf^n 
U.HU,d*fl (?>F) % #4 TT^ RJtF F^FT |l U.-Hlj.ilM,U. L h SRT dcMlRd RdfsiTr RRR IJ.-HM.4l3TT^ft % 4TS4TT 
| ^^41sTrf#?rsTT iid-fl^l ^ttt f^rfcr 1 %tt^|i ^ # 3rd% % tRcft' mw # 
RrRt %^r Tj^fnTTrt ^rt f^RT w |i ^u/iii,u>, affc nRfnrrrt %■ fr cr6 % ^ ^ftt fr Rr wrf 

% R)dTd+ # ^ftfR t RyfRcr stti u^ulRii'+i ^ sirf^fr affc m,^h<T i 1 ^+ 4 ^ % ^tt«t u^f fWpr ^fr -sfr Rrt 


61. 11,41 STT^Fft" % ^T dRJSTf ^1 f%# FT fT; *hTR Rr ’FRfsFT % ^nR-HFT W$£t 3R4 % ffel % ^Rr 

R?R 47 RRr f^ni ^ ^Rr %■ 'H1 -h i-M ijrt m ^fR % Rtt*rw R# ^ aftrRwr sjrf % wr 

RRWT^PT RrT W «TTI ^RT Rtt RT RnRTRRT # 3|^Rl srTfsFFTft ^RT fT ^ |l cT^TR, 4TRTR 1JFT 47 
R^Rr W -H if^H dlRl+l if RR Rrr TfiT 3FJ7TTT f^RTT W |l 

62. RR <Rr |ft^T (TTirf) 7T. R. R-H filial) % 3ff£TR 4T RR ^f1%fT RRr sR? TT’RRf, % TTTRTfT if 

R 3T^fsr % RfR WRrT t #T f^ffcT |l T^#^t RfTRTRFT ^RT 

FTFR, % ^T^TR sftr f%WT % ^7TR RRRT %^€l f^rfcT #fR cPT % f%TT f%R|T W «m dd-J-HK, T^ 
%^€r f^rfcT f^-^fRT ^ft% f^TT ITTT 3T^TR f&n W |l 

Ml id dlf^'1 


^rHKd) 


RTSTRir 

Pld?d+/ f^ffcT#fR 

o 4||M|{1 3|*1R4il 

5RT Isft. RT 


§tR%ffrr 

(TTTT.f) STT. f%. 


•HIHM TfR 
3T^R# 5TR/#. 5R 


7RR 

^iRd 

3t%M1 

^FR/4t. 

3R 


W7JT#T% 


7RR 

^iRh^t 


R^fl t. 3ffc 

f*Z 

_ U,ih^ 

^tf 3RT Mill 3RT 


*** 


*** 


*** 


*** 


1-10 


•kick 


kkk 


1-10 


d-^TF <.1^ Sl^Rdil 

63. ?T^tF TFR 3|i)R+| % Rr^ft -3cMK+ 3T?RT Rd?d+ £RT ^3RT ?PR f^TT RT |l cR^TR, ft 
Tf^rfcRf t d^ld W^T ^1 TTRT sfR ^fRRT RTStItR TTfsRTfl % W ^RRST ^IT % 31T£rR 7T f^TT 

w|i 

^iQ 1^R g i % Ruj M<sf^ 

f^dd^i T T^t e MOf ^TTT 


64. f^dd^ 3-?R7ff ^RT ^FR f%TT ^TTT RRtvT sr^RTsff # RTR # | sffc RRT5T f^TT W 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


i. dlfa+l+dt % ETTE t EE dlfa + l ET ETET ffST ERtE ETTT EETf Ef STfct fTR % 4JR EES 

ET^Ef % STRTRff Tt ft sftl fE% ERTET, Ef dlRlEI fTR ER TftfrR EfT fEET ffrft ER %E RT EEttE 
Eft ETI EETf Ef E^t fTR % 4JR % El^dE EtET % EfE 4JEE Sffc ddl Kd ^t RTEE, dddlPldl ^t RTEE 
tt EEfsR EffffEfttEf t iRd^d % ETTE ff sft f^ET% RH-kRM Eftt % dlRd t ff I 


ii. Ef E«S f% EEft ETE % 4JR % ETETEf Et EE ESETEf&E EtftET t RlftfE ffST RTf, grft EfT fTR tt 

RTER % #E Ek'd led + EEE dT dftdetd Eft RT EEET fl 


iii. detdld EtftSTT dT E^ EStE % TEE ar^TtST ffST f f% Stf[ EStE ETTT EETf Ef Efet fTR tt E% ff 
RTER % ETTE ff f sffT W ETTE tt EE# ETE tt EES ETf Ef % ETETEf ETTT Rtf E# EEPE Eft # RT 
Tftfl 

iv. Ef EtE f%ET RETT dlffd, f% EE# ETE % EEIKE Et ff # E#STT % #RE TTES ETfEf ET W Eft 
ERf fTT ERT W«TT3k rl^dK, ETf dldddl# 9JER # ?JR ET # Ef #1 dldddl# SJTR # 3JfE ET 
ETE ERf % ETE #, EE# ETE tt ETER REEE 9JR EE EE f# Ef f 3#; #R tf ETER tf EfE EfsfE 

ff fl EE# ETE % d[E % ETERf TT EETTTT ett §JR % TTTf? RRTcff # ETRT t sfft-sfft 
Rkldd 3Ef |l W TTRT E, 3ER E TRS ERRT % 3TETRTT ET Mldddlsft ?JET RTft Rtf 

3TR9ERET Eft |l 


V. REE ETTR RT^ TRsft ^RET % fn 7 if, frtf?E TTfsTRTft ^ Ef f^E f^ET f% fR RtftRT ET RTRR %■ 
RTETE Rt 9TTfEET Eft f^ET RTTTET EEtf% RTRR % RTER ET ff ^t ?JER Rfst^RET ET Rtf ?JER Eft REET 
ETI fE f%f?E ETfstRTft % Ef R^ftE RE% f t% % EEft E^ RT ETRE Rf 3ffT RfT ER ^ RTER 

ET ff % §JER ERSft RfstgRET Et Rtf ?JFR Eft REET ET, M,dd <Ti 0,44 f % f%E^ RTR Rt EETE Rf | 

E^ftE SKI <4IE<. r^>CTEg St'lClSr 

65. Ef^EEftE%R^ftERTERtR^t%ffETEETf: 

(R) EES %Et E RTER ET EEER RE ET 3Tk REE TJEET Et EfE RfstR ff fl 

(R) EE^RTERf%f%RREtEf^ERtE%#EEt^R^ftREEf f| 

(E) EES t?ft - fRE 3ftT EEft RTE % RTER E^[ EETtE ETTT Ef EE^Rt Et RE #EE ET ft TfT f 3Tk 
fEt #EE t Rt ftRT RT Tft f I 

(E) R^ ERtE%ETEETR ERR %EETET 5Tft ^tREl%%^TR EfE RfsTR^feff fl 

(R) Ef^EETRRTRTf R^TKd f%#t, ETRR ffEET, RTE, ERE ETE 3flT ET RR % ETEEt ^ yRl^R Tft 

t' 

(R) E^R TRE RitR+l Et EErft- #f RTER Eft fTT f, f%T ^ ?JERf Rt fETTT RT^ % RRTERE ERE sftr Rf^ 
# 3ETFff% ftftl 

(Ri) W ERR^Ef %RT RTTTET f% Et^ ERtE Rt EEE Rf^ ff fl Ef^ERtE#Ef f^Ef^" TEE RE ^ RERtT 
f RfT ERETtsft 9JER ^ft E^ERtE % RPf f^RTEE ET TTR f^srfffE Rf1%E EER ETR^ t ERR Eft TfT 

tl 
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^nf&> e M’0 gRT'^rN' 

66. dTfsrddft % sdPr % ddsr if 1^d«i4 dSrRdTf % ddf 3fk f%tf?ft ddf dd s^tpt wt |i f%find f^M-4 wdddf dm 
ddTd; tttt ddTmd w arfsrgw % ddd if f%dT w |i 

67. dff dTfsrddff dm f%dT ddT Sffrf f%t*TJT dTddd if %M<d dSTddff dm PfdT tjtt Rf^pvT SFjffsff dd ddTdTd 

dddT|i 

(i) dfd 3ftr qidK Rmi 

68. ^^dd^^dtdfWdd/dTddd 3H+HH dm! % dt§d if, d^ddrfddfcsFddK^rid dc4Kdf ^1 f%# # dTdT 

dff dldd if Jd 3TFTRT if dtdT fufir dddd dmdT f^dT ddT |l dlRdd dtdT dt d^df if did dk d#d if 
f%rrW f%dT rndT | #7 dtdf ddT ^?r ijdr ddT mffsTT did if dd^ ddjdf % ddtsfd if ^rfidd f%dT w |i 

fT7Ttf%, df did f%dT ddT 11% %dd did dd if +lP<±+ TTt^T dd dTdTd dd^[ t?ff if ff TfT |l 


PdTd 

^^fTTTT 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

’frtrdTi 

d# #M R 5 PI 

rf. dq 

6,34,566 

6,19,587 

6,69,179 

7,17,897 

7,13,926 

WffrT 

gV?^' 

100 

98 

105 

113 

113 

3M d K<fld 3-4 Kdl # R 5 PI 

^ff. dq 

18,46,420 

18,67,052 

18,84,613 

19,96,399 

19,25,164 

4fRl 

^■4)4^ 

100 

101 

102 

108 

104 

dTdTd - TTO %d 

rf. dd 

65,593 

1,73,984 

1,30,737 

1,36,084 

1,54,928 

y$fr) 

q4i4£ 

100 

265 

199 

207 

236 

dTdTd - 3Md %?T #d dT SJddi dTddT 

t 

rf. dd 

92,210 

83,640 

1,04,022 

1,97,771 

1,53,890 

V^/r) 

gV?^' 

100 

91 

113 

214 

167 

dTdTd - 3Fd %?T 

^ff. dd 

35,937 

45,863 

69,715 

72,802 

82,659 

V^/r) 

gV?^ 

100 

128 

194 

203 

230 

wr 

iff. dd 

26,74,726 

27,90,125 

28,58,266 

31,20,953 

30,30,567 

WffrT 

y4i4£ 

100 

104 

107 

117 

113 

■rf'i Tsfld 

% 

23.72 

22.21 

23.41 

23.00 

23.56 

3j.A| 'H K<fk ^cM K=b 

% 

69.03 

66.92 

65.94 

63.97 

63.52 

■H'l'JI T^rif Tr4K^ 

% 

92.76 

89.12 

89.35 

86.97 

87.08 


% 

2.45 

6.24 

4.57 

4.36 

5.11 

3j-d ?sr, Pm qr &F'+ i t 

% 

3.45 

3.00 

3.64 

6.34 

5.08 

iFq t^r 

% 

1.34 

1.64 

2.44 

2.33 

2.73 


69. dTfsTddft did dmf ff^drd^f ddfsT^dfTTd STTOTT^f #^7RTif did if ft |l di^[ ddftd % dTdTT ft# 
if ff | ddf% 3Fd dKcfld M-IK+f 3# TT^t dd - if dKcf)4 M-IKdf % dTdTT f|# if dTSTK # # gdFTT if 
did # dd# % dtTTd ftkMd dft |l %d % dTdTT f^7% if rft draTT erf # TjTTdT if d# # dd# if Rkldd 
3TTt|l 
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Mlftd TRRf ET ERT TER 

(ii) 3TRRTERT3ftTdMK HU-ni 

70. tt#e tteteT # ert % tre t Tiftr# # te tr tt ftsR tret setI^r f f% ett err tr *f teet ere *f 

dc4Kd m wm # gTRTT t TT#E TRRff *f TfE eRr ft |l sift % ^ ^ TTftTT# t 

tf##3TTtETT t TR ERR E#ft ETT# TT f#ET f#TT |l EES #ff ft EES ET^Ef % ETETSf # W TT ftfEE 
#t f%TT tttt EJER f#TT EET |: 


RdRI 

^ETtttt 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

tttTsrrt 

frR 

#. EE 

60,517 

94,956 

78,656 

1,22,933 

1,49,024 

’H \^q 41 ^<s| 

#. EE 

5,076 

79,028 

52,081 

13,144 

5,904 

t".4" 

#. EE 

- 

- 

- 

7 

- 

EESt'Et EIEIE 

#. EE 

65,593 

1,73,984 

1,30,737 

1,36,084 

1,54,928 

ER#fft ElEld 

#. EE 

1,28,147 

1,29,503 

1,73,737 

2,70,573 

2,36,549 

Id 

#. EE 

1,93,740 

3,03,486 

3,04,474 

4,06,657 

3,91,477 

■JE ERIE ff f|EHT 

f^R 

#. EE 

31.24 

31.29 

25.83 

30.23 

38.07 

d do ^<S| 

#. EE 

2.62 

26.04 

17.11 

3.23 

1.51 

l 1 ’.4 11 

#. EE 

- 

- 

- 

0.002 

- 

EEStE 

% 

33.86 

57.33 

42.94 

33.46 

39.58 

ER#T 

% 

66.14 

42.67 

57.06 

66.54 

60.42 


71. TTftTTft EfE TT# f[ ft> tTR ft ^il-MId TEST Efr Tf#R ET ft EfE EfiTTT Efr 9JT# % EETTT Elt % 
4R^4 ft |l EE# ETE ft ERR EEJ# W tf fET | E# fET# ERR E# # cISET ft EfE Ef#F Rkldd 

Ert |i #jr tre Ei)R+i ft err sts # EEfsr % eItr ?jr Tfi | sftr 2014-15 % eTtr eh?# err # 
#ETE E# # 9# SRfsr % eItR 9JR TfT |l 

(iii) h^h if^.^1 eritI tt e f>)'H<i 

72. #EEt TT T#R TT#E ERRT % TER % EEST ff, ft#? Tiff## ft ITT ER TT ftsR TRET EtftE | f% TET 
mm FT TRET TERT # #EE ft ^FRTT TT# TT Tlfts ERTEt ERT #EE ff EfE EfsR T## # Et | ^^ET ^ 
ttf STREET TT TER ER TER ft EfE EflRF ERT ff #EEf TT E# TT TER TFRT EEET #EEt ff # Tt#TT 
# 3TR TER ft TfE stfsTE #TT EE ft EE^T t?ff ^ El%E ElftE TRTEff % ERE T^[ ERIE ^ #fRTf TT 
TER TEE #EE # E^ft, EE #EE TT f%#, #TE t E# 3ffT #TE ^R, Eft Eft ft, % EE't TT Et t 1 W 

% Et?E Et^EER % EETRE ERE, ftEE ft# TTft 3# SlRkf^d #EE (ETTETt#) ^EET EES 
#ff E ETERff # TfE ERE t # Et |l 
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(R) Hlftd 3TTRTRf R#~RRRTRRTRRRTf#RTRRTR 

73. RT#R 3TTRTRTT RT #RR RT RRTR Ttr R# % RRTR # # RTR # STRfsr TTf|R Sift SfRft # TpTRT t TTRS* t?ff t 
RT^STf % 4cHK4 # 4TRR, ftRR ft# RTftT 3# RfR ?JTR % #'4 t # Rf |l 


ft 4 JIJ I 

R3tl-4 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

##3# 

444 3114Id 41 Rf'4 
#RR 

T./tf. TR 

22,998 

26,232 

23,418 

23,933 

24,767 

Uffr) 


100 

114 

102 

104 

108 

ft# #4 MPT 

T./tt. TR 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 



100 

123 

134 

141 

133 

ft # 4 "4 

T./tf. TR 

•kick 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

Hffx) 


100 

125 

113 

111 

109 


74. 4141 Tfl 311^114 Li 4 3## t RT7T RR^R ^ t RTftRT# RfR RTt f f% TPT^ #ff t 3Rwf % RTTR 1JTR t SRanT 
Rf # ttttrt t rpr # 3Rfsr % tn? Ruhr 3rrf |i rr% strttrt, #t[rr# # ft# # tttrr t Rmr Rf # 

TpTRT t #R # 3Rft % RfTTR ffit ft |l fHift, ft# # #RR t Rkl4R 3# |l RT WR t, RR 3TTRTRTT t 
RTRTT t #^[ #RRf RT ttf R RPR RTR |l 

(W) #RRRtftf 

75. #RR t RRftt # WTT #T[ R#R # ftRT ft# RT# # TTTTRT 3TTRpff % RfR IJR % RTR # # |l RT tt 

4# RctR ft4?d + % H§4 R[TR # WTT RR% SR# % 3pjTTTT # Rf t #7 3FR %# % ftpr RfR #RR R 
RftRTR 414141311^^4 % 3R# % SMJTTTT 311+44 R# RRT IJTR t #R 9JRR 3# ftSTT RRRT #RRT 


ftRTRTT|l 


#RRR#tf 

R3ttT4 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

tf#3# 

3RRTR#RfR#RR 

T./tt. TR 

22,998 

26,232 

23,418 

23,933 

24,767 

ftRR ft# RTft 

T./tf. TR 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

#RRR#tf 

T./tt. TR 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

#RRR#tf 

% 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

#RRR#tf 

%#r 

1-10 

5-15 

5-15 

5-15 

1 - 10 


76. RTftRT# R# R# f f% RR # 3TRft % ttTTR RftcT RT#R 3ffRTRf R #RR t R#tt R RRTR RPj4 RR t RR^T 
RTT % R# t RRRTcRR |l 

(R) RT #RR RT ft# 

77. RR #RR RT ft# % t, 7R^ t?ft t RPTTRf # RfR #RR # ^TRT R^R TrPR # SlRkf^d #RR 
(TRRTttt) t # Rt |l 


78. 


ft 4 Of 

srtft# 

tpTT/rff. RR 

SfftT%T#RR 

srtft# 

RfRT/tf. RR 

RR#RRRT 

ft# srtft# 

RPRT/tf. RR 

RR#RRRT 

ft#% 

RT #RR RT 

ft# %tR 

tTTR 

379.55 

*** 

*** 

*** 

(5) -(5) 

'H do^Tl STT^ - 

337.29 

kkk 

kkk 

*** 

5-15 

TPJR TT5R srtftRT 

- 

~ 

~ 

- 

- 


RTftRTff 4# RTt f f% #R # 3TRft % #RR #R % ftR RR #RR RT ft# RRTTTRR | 3# R^tf 3TTR % ftlT 

Rf RRTTT7RR |l t^R TRR 3{tftR % f#T +dT #RR RT ft# #fR TRR 3rtftRT t RRS RTR# % 3RRTR R^f 
fft % RTTR 9jRR Rl 
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4E1KH. STEEL R# ajfc STEET Tl4Rl 

79. 4c1KH, STEET, R# eR STEET TEETE EE RRT RR RET EET f: 


Reoe 


2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

RRETt 

RfetResteet 

Rt. EE 

11,99,046 

12,02,442 

12,98,593 

13,97,337 

14,22,975 

Ef/R 

ipffcng 

100 

100 

108 

117 

119 


Rt. EE 

3,73,508 

3,40,770 

3,99,004 

5,32,603 

5,89,384 

Ef/R 


100 

91 

107 

143 

158 

steet eeeFt 

% 

31.15 

28.34 

30.73 

38.12 

41.42 

Ef/R 


100 

91 

99 

122 

133 

eR^R# 

Rt. EE 

6,34,566 

6,19,587 

6,69,179 

7,17,897 

7,13,926 

WffvT 


100 

98 

105 

113 

113 

EFT 

Rt. EE 

26,74,726 

27,90,125 

28,58,266 

31,20,953 

30,30,567 

Ef/R 


100 

104 

107 

117 

113 


80. ttTt tjeet R eiReeR ete eeR 'f 1% eRj eeRt % eeike steet R ete eeR e%t eR Rt ar^fsr % 
eRtE EET eR^[ ETETT R WT R Rf ffR ft |l fE% EETET, R# eR STEET EWR, Rtf R EFT R fR % EJTFT 
3TTSTR eR R fETET R EFT R EeR R eRfT RR ft |l 

*i m 

81. ETE EETT % RR R ERR RR EER RT |: 


Reoe 

f;E>E 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

ReTeR 

erRe 

Rt. EE 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

eRe 

Rt. EE 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

eRte 

Rt. EE 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Ef/R 


100 

197 

231 

245 

263 


Ef eR Ret etet | fR eRe ete Rett R ft R eR Rt tjeet R eft Rt eeR R Rtte EfE eRt fR ft |i 

EHT s(R «i 'D’d % Mqis ETqit-qlt^ EETReiReiRTTE 

82. ETE/fTfR EOT EEtt R EETf % RR R Ef EftR Ret ETET | R EE Rk oETE ft ETE EET EEE ETE EfT fRR?T 
ET EFT R RR R tR EER % ETEEEET R ETEK eR Rt fEET R EFT Rt EeR % ROTE TeRRe RtTEE Eft 11 


R=K«I 


2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

RRETt 

fRR[ R) ehm 

T./Rt. EE 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Uffrl 


100 

123 

134 

141 

133 

fRR[ fM 

T./Rt. EE 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 



100 

125 

113 

111 

109 

ETE/frR 

E./R. EE 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 
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i=i=k«i 

WjfrT 

wnr/f iR 

WffrT 

414t3TTtf1 
Vf ItT 
rr^rtr 

WjfrT 

f4%>T T TT ^TT'ST 
WffrT 


WTW 


??. 7 W$ 


??. ^IW 


2011-12 

100 


2012-13 
135 


2013-14 

23 


2014-15 


2 


^gSE, *HfrO RRT4cMK4d 

83. TT5FTTT, #T : 

Rd^l 


41. £R 


% WJ 4 3%# fwf%f%R 7%R f: 

2011-12 2012- 13 I 2013-14 2014-15 


WffrT 


100 

117 

165 

166 

184 

4>4dT% 

tf. 

kkk 

kkk 

•kick 

kkk 

kkk 

Vfl/r) 


100 

78 

65 

86 

86 

4 4^/i 


kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 

Vfl/r) 

#v?<^ 

100 

117 

139 

121 

100 


84. Rf 41 r Prt ^rraT | f% srrmr r% 41 ttrrt 4 rIr 41 ar^fsr % 4 Ttr +4diR41 41 wit rrt 4ciK+di 4 ff% ft 
41l 3TTSTK R% 41 gRRT 4 ^ 41 3Rf4 % %TR RRffT 4 RfR srfsR ft |l 

TPR 4% srf%~ HiPTh 41 *TRT 

85. -HfdHfi RRTC4f 3fk Pi-MTd =hf £TTT RWRST 4RTTT RTT STRtf % STTOTT RT WR 4lPd 4% §44 RTpR RT RTT 41% 

_f%RTW|:_ 


mftM ^F/f( mU£\ ^rr/ftpj 


-sm<7 


fTR _ 

^fr +Rkh 

%hR 5 ppt 
c hH T fi 

3RT =Fff 


4FRR 



STT^tTP 



(%) 

W 

-sm<7 

-sm<7 


(%) 


il^+icT 




(10)-(1 
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EE Rs#i 

86. SET f f# p 4# 3rflr#TE 3# ETEE## ReEM# f# EES-EES ET E#fsTS f#TT w|if ##E 
ETfsTEEft 4 Sf 3## | f% Sf S# STSSSS ft, EES EpT ET 3FTST ## %HS ESTEETf % 3FjftS ET # E#STT 

# sttssseett # frr^ e# p e+kfee. tisst eeje etet f, ?jte % ess 3TfsrftEw # st# t# # sttssseett 

# E#STT E#T, S9# <41 cH =h MI d.H <1 sft ?JTE SSTET SFt % STS ESfs 3#% ;## ft ^f# ftl IE E#STT 4 3FS 
S# % EFT-EFT IE STS # EFT 3#%S f ff EST #T][ E#S #, S# p# # EETE ET f# ETTT 3FTST EEET 
E##T f#TT ETTT, # ST#S# Tf EE# f 3TSST EE# ^STI^frl ft EE# fI ET#!# 4 IESTS# #S # f # 
1ST S# p# # EETE EE #ST ETTT SSST SS4 E#S#T f#TT STTT sT ST# S# If EE# f EEET EE# 
pTFf# ft EE# fl 

I. #S#3#4sST#S#3#44sTs4stTTS3TTSTS#ETST 

87. S# EES #ff 4 EES EEJ# % EFT# ET E#TTE 9JE# # EETE EE #ST STTT EEET Se4 E#s4s f#TT Sp # 
#p E#E # ST# # EETEET # #E ET4 % S#S 4, StRIES# % ETE # 3#ST 4 StTTS # ETTE ET EES 
EEJ# 4 #S# # ETST EE #i#T f^ST t 1 ##4###^ 3TTE# % 3TTSTT ET, ET#S# StS Et 4 f # #S 

# 3#% (3T^ET, 2014 -##TT, 2015) 4 #TTS ETTE 4 EES ET^# 4 ETE# # ETET 1,54,928 #. EE #1 
2015-16 % StTTS #S# # ETET 2014-15 4 StTTS 1,36,077 #. EE # pTST ET EIEE 2,16,500 #. TsfTsfl 
fTTE 3# EE# 3TTE ETE 4 4 3TTSTS p fl 4gpTFS 3 t 4#ES 4 SEES SpS 3TTSTS f3TT f I 



E[3#E 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

##3# 

(3rgsr, 
14# EET, 

15 

E?E 

#3Tt3TTf- 

6 ETf 

(3T^ET, 

15 - Erf, 

16 

2015-16 

fTPT 

#. EE 

60,517 

94,956 

78,656 

1,22,933 

1,49,024 

38,791 

1,91,464 

fl f <S| 

#. EE 

5,076 

79,028 

52,081 

13,144 

5,904 

18,408 

25,036 

3T#EE 

#. EE 

- 

- 

- 

7 

- 


- 

pr 

#. EE 

65,593 

173,984 

130,737 

136,077 

154,928 

57,199 

216,500 


II. 'jsnss STEST# 3I#°n<n EET 3T#4s 


EE#3TTE 


88. EE# 3TTS 4 SETTS# 4 STS *** #. TE # #pT STEET f I E#TTE EETTEE *** #. TE ETE # WEE # pTET 
t *** #. TE fl Ef E#ET f f% E?ETE# % ETE 3T#EET 3# 3## ETET fl 

Itte 

89. fTTE % EETTE# % ETE #E *** #. TE # E# E# # pTET t *** #. TE # T#F STEET fl IE% 3TETET, fTTE 
E # t ## # ETET *** #. TE ETE fl 

90. E#E E p Ef> f#TT f f% fTTE % EcETE# # Egd ##E ETETT #T# EE ETEET ETET EE T^T f E^T % 

EE ^ 3T# #ff sTTTT fTTE 4- 3TTE# ET E#TE E#E# % EETE 3##! #ff # 3TTETE E# f ESTE Eft f I 
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totTr % TOPt fpft f^rRt tort ft mi f Rft tro % toikr to tottr Ct rprr Ct #wf pt mm 

CtPRT rp f | 

91. Rf rR f%RT rrt f f% %rrt *** RfrtTOr r^ f^Ct pttrrr Rpf Rf Cti *** RfptTOt frf?t mot rtpT r^ ptr4r to 
#RR Ct ^RT PT RfR RRT CtRR RP fR; | f^pFT RP mtOt it f^rfR" fCp; RT Pf f 3ftp Rf RfR RRT #RR RP TO RP^ 
Ct f%Ct RTOt Ct TOT# TORT # TOTO fl TOHKR/PldTdR TOPT# Pt RfsTR RTRT Pt #RfcT RR PlRRt f #P f#p # 
R^ClPdl' # ^FTT Pt RfstR TOT RTR RR PT#t fl fPTR % TO4K# # cfrfft #ff if f#rfR % RTPT TO# TORT# 
RR TOTRTR mot if TOTOfRT # ^TOf ftr R^ PrRTRRT | f% #TR % TO4I4R dlddPl# 3JR# # W #f # #R# if 

mot t f#rfR srfsrR rp ptr# fi 

III. fl-nfd# RrTTTPTRRTP 

92. pto# tor % tortrr % rtpt T r^rirr mo totp | # rtsttp Rf # ^tott if wot # TOrfsr % #ptr rr rrt fi fpTR % 
tok# % rtpt # rttr srfir^ mm to f f#prif pitot mot # TOfsr #p mot # TOfsr % rIptr ft |i 

IV. 4cMI4#RRl%RfRTOj#<KU| 

93. ptr^i #ff if ## #ff if f#ffR mt #f|RW afk ^tott Rdfd+1' mot f%rT tttt ^n^sff % st^ftk mot t f^TT tttt 

farter t ^ mi «fti 



414 '# TOflr % dl'P'ld d^id RRT RR 

f^RfR 

414 Cl TOfsrC dlPId Rdld 

mott 

Tft. TO 

Rdld 

3T%Mt TOR/4t. 

TO 

mott 

pft. TO 

RTTORt Rdfd #RP 
4itRCl TOR/ Ct. O 


*** 

•kick 

*** 

*** 

3TT^ 

*** 

kkk 

kkk 

kkk 


94. fror ^ w mmo %?ff # mt fttmot #r?t 'tt fttmim f^n | ^fr mot ar^fsr % ^ttr - t 

faster #R?r ^ ttmm 1 4^ |i ^?if 4 T | f% fror mt #tRff mt tmm ^ 5 # mt f^rfcr toktt | ^ 

^fTR % FTTF»T % f%TT ^|p)d.K4 ft^TT 3fk f^RT^ OtOt mt ^f^Tf%?r ^3?Rvr ft TO^TT f t^RT% 

TOfri 

3)J|Rchi 

95. ^T^xP om ^ijR+l % fMt ^ft P)4?d+/dcMK+ % R’^pft ^T ^3 tR ?FR Tft f%4T fl fMWtapfri^TTRr 3TORT % 
srot t ppjtp om ^i)R+i ^ +i^d+ ^t % 1%#t ^t 3tort ^t ^rff ^t 1% fi tt^p arrrf^w ^ top 

RT f%f^TvT %?ff t f^RfcT % PRST t dlR + l+d? ^TTT TORRST RRTf mi #RT 9JTO PTOsft 3fk TOTRTT 
TOTTO % STORf ^ f^ffR RTfsrTOft ^TTT dcdlRd SPR^" TOJPP TOR 3<i)R+l ^ tf^ TOP RP 3{^R %?ff t W -TOTTR 
% RfR srfltTO f%RfR Rt R^lft fl PT^rP TOR R^ftRP ^ tf^R TOP RP Rf^TvT %?ff # RR ^#R f%RfR RP f%t^R 
Rf R^lfRT f f% PT^PP TOR RRpRI % RcRTRRf ^ RPT #RR RP R%R %?ff PT W RrRTR RR f%Rfp f%RT f Wt R^ 
R^TP % PTcRTR RR PTTRFTO ^JPR sfrp TTRSPf’ft ^ RRT fl RTfsTRRft % TTRRt^t #PR RP f%RTP f%RT sfrp RTTO t 
ptRTf%R 3PRTR #RRf RR ft'RfPR TO ^pftR %R % f^Rfcft % 3PTOP RP f%RT fl Rf ^T RRT f f% PT^PP PTTO 
Ritf^RR %■ RT^ftRT RTR PT f%RfR 275 , ft 1 TO^t TOTP PtR^t^t ^tRR RP 18,92,193 *ft. TO%5JRRRRf3P 

f #P TO RRRP ^ RfR RfsTR f^f^TR RTTO 3^p spfpt 4lRd f3R f | TO% TOTRT, PldldR TOPT TO RR 

mot ptjtp ptrr r^rr it Wttm tot pt f%Rvr %?ff ^ 29,03,508 *ft. to mt prroft f%RfR rrIrt m^t rtto piRh 
#P STl% toRr PTRRTORR t RR% PPJPP PRRR 3p^RR % f%RvT %?ff PT 336 3|i)R=Pl RTOP #PTR #TR RP 
47,05,412 4t. TO ^t PTRRT mott RR f%Rfp f%RT RRT f I TO RRRP Pt Rf fRTOR f^RRRT RRT f f% PTJPP PTTO 
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3)ER=bl E WTm Ew=T: wER TTRR E ITT WTTT TT f^rfcT tERt E RTWT ER TTWrtEf R ^FR 
EfWTT W wEfl 

V. TkER «IHK 3TErW 3U c t>’R ) l 

96. Em 3RW Etf[ wftT Ef Efwf E WfEf W TfT |l W TTTT E dlRl+RdfEf 3 RT Tf TJfm f%TT WT | fE 
wrEEft ?jw Ef m mE % wr, trETt ETw Em EE E it wwEf/fErfrEf % Ettt crfr 3rfEr shi+E+ ft 
TTTTtE, W: ?JW ET WTTT wE ET fEEE E W TTT ET Em | fE Em EEf E fRETm 3fqE wt wEt stwt 
Er EnE fp; tttEN ttrr E wE wttw Er 3nR EEEi 

wfrr srfE EEET fE^roR 

97. fRfE^ WTWf ET TOT wE E W Tf ER fER WE | fE TOT ET Wl% E EfW, wfE WTTW ET STWT E TOT 
Er wfsr TOffEr wjE srfE Ef wfsr E ft |, tT^wTetEttE PRHKd EddWd Ek fRET ET tott E trtr 
toto |i firtfE, tot, wEf tot 3fk fEE?r w 3 w E Rkidd sttE |i wr Etr E Tfr Tfsrr ffe ft |i wE 
sttoto, Em RET E stmEf Et t|t ETw ttt Et wfsr E ETttt ERf; wfTr ET fEm fEEt snfE E tot |i toEE 
ETw E tETET w<& EE E fEtr wrtttt wifE, tot ETw w IE El to tpttt Em E fEtr toRtto w E 
d+KIcW ER wET TOT E fRlf WTORW |l tTEt toRt TOWf E TOT Et TOffsT E EkET ETw TO EET E 
TOTTT TOW ft fl W WTO E, TOfsTTOff ER TOcR f fE TTT Ef wfR E ERTT ERj TOTtT TO TTfET TTRTO 

wr wEt SlIE Er mfTO |l 




98. wr TfR E ERjt frE E tot ET tTt toE E tot, TT^TOfrrEfiTETETwEmTETE EttE, Efwf totoRt 

TOTtET Ef TOTT ER ETw TO TOW #7 Efw ^RT TiR EEf TOW, WmTET EEET W ER TREE [EdEl' E 
Etw fElm wr TiEfEr? wrwf Ef wt TTfEwE ^ttt w wr tt wt wtE E fErT Ef tE I fE wt tEEt 
wwf Ef ETwt Efi wr trt EfE f%TT ittt Ef^; wfTr Er %rfE t|tt WRT TTI 

(t) ^ffr E^ff E 5TRW: Efr w w, ErfEn trET, ETET trEE, Eft 3ftr ttEEE E fErRiEfr ww E 

3TTWf TT T^E E fr TTWfrEf 9JW W TfT |l W% WTTTT, TTTR 3ftr WT E wEl TTTT E 3WRT ftT f 
fEr% EEsr E TTfEnff trt ttt w t| fi wE wm, fEff? TTfEnff EfEf trEE E EEst E 

TRERTTR WT W t| fl 

(w) wtEt^IE: rtr Ef wfE E wjEf PkMd E ttt ?rfE Ef wfE E wr E ft |i wrifE, fE tE 
Ef gwT E wt Ef wfE E TTfEr 3mnEf E ft t Ef Et^; tEEt Ef srfE t|tt Tfr |i 

(T) SR gwEr TT Et^ tEEt Ef TTftr 3WTEf E ttrt wEi sifE |f iff |i Et^; lEfr ^rt 

wnfEr ttt EE rt sr wnEf tt Erttw tt Et^ ww E EfEr fEww tt tttt T^f wt |i 
wE wrm, sr wwf E trr ?rfE, TfE Eft |f, Er TTfEnwf strt wft fEn rt |i 

(t) wrEErEEdd^N: fErRiEfrwmEEEsrE toEEtEEE ft wrttT^ f 3 rt|i w ttwE 
to E EtE E ww Ef Tf Tff wtt rt wtt | fE rtE tE^; tEEt Ef SffE Tfrot || 

(^) fEEgft 3fk EEl dcMKEl' E EE? RTTR TlEEOTrW TTTE Er MRElRldl: EtR Eft RTTR TfEEsTRW 
w T^f t fErE Efrj wfEr Ef «rfE ifrot ff i 

(t) ^EiniEI E Rth: EEfsrr ww E wttw E fErq; yfElRlEI E Eft iRdEn T^f f3T |i w tot E, 
EfEffE# E fErw Ef Ett tort Tff wtt rt wtt | Ef tE^; tEEt Er srfE t|tt iff ff i 
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(?$) f’ldTd f#Hldd: T#R Rt RTRT # R"f ST# TJRR RR Tt d' J d mwi % °M< U I ||f ^1 R^fT T#R f" 

w sr# # str# % #rtr f^rfcr #tt |i rf## w rtrr # Rf M Rfr rt wt | # Mr rM 

^fr^r rt sr# RfM |i 

(r) gTTrgwn rM r#r Rt rtrt # r£ sr#RMR#R#dRiidRdi tf#idd%RTRRR#fM | 

Vl^dd RSj I d t^.’-H P^l-M I 

99. %TR^ RSTRTTt tt y<=h<£l<=h<>J| % RRT# 3Tff# RTRT ff f I R#f RRTTt Rf RTR% #R % #RTR RfFt ^ R5TTT rt 
t ^ ^ 7R d^Rd RR tt RPR# # ITT f/£t | I RRT#, %1d<£ RSTRTTt % ST^TtST # FTWT # f# % RR# 
#R # RT Tft | Wt fR RRTT |: 

r#t M# rttt f%xr rr 3trt# 

100 . snjft# Rt RSfR t #% #RT RRT t: 


RT. R# RT#RT# “-HRKIRI + fW RPR f# RT fWW: WWHT MtRPR RTRT RTfcT f # TF3# 3TTR 3# 
T#RR TTRR 3lil R-hl % 3RRT# % RRR # RPR RRPR # RTf, Rf TJRRT +lf#R #RT % ## t 3PR 

rtr# % f%TT rrM | srtr r##p; rt#rt# Rt rrjrtt #f#R 3 trr strr rpr RMn# % cr^cr rt#tr 

#RT % STRTcff RT Rlddfl# 3JTR # 3#STT R# #t R# %# % PsMIR RSRTR#R R#STT RPR 3JT RT# 

R##l 

TR. 3TTR# M^tRR (T##) 3# #3T### #TR dc1K+ f, #3j||M % RRTg RTf 3# RT dcMKd 3# 
#R# f%rr R# % dld^d RSdld# RTRT dlf^d f^ |, 3TT^K Qdt^Hl+d (U.'D^l) 3ftr sftwf’Mt 
^ ’MWt % TTTS^TR-1 f^TfcT f%TT | dft Ti^F T TSTd7T | I WTT t ^ft3ir^fr % f%TT SRFT 
^TTT 3FW ^T ^TRT | I ^1^41^1 % 'fi-rfl^fi 3fk ^T f^T (^TFTTft) % 

TTTS^TfT ^ ^T f^TfcT ft^TT | I ^ ^TT f^TT |, #fT^ ftitf f^T ^ ^cdT 

f^ | I %^FT °dlMI(1, ’Ml# £TTT #M Mt ittt % STTOTT 7T ^ Pl+HHI ##T ^11% 

#3TT#f# ^ Mr ## TTTRT t f%M fM |, 3R: RIJ# tjrt ^sRT ^ rTTRT ST^T 

# %M fir M# % ^RR # 3 rMr f#TT ^TTT I 

7T. ##RFR Mr M R3# 3RR t %# % W Rl# srfMw STRRTTT t %# t RcTtM % 

W RT# f#Mr STfRT I f## f#ri# t %# 3# # Mtrrt I I 
ft. Mff# # yR)+i(i Mr rt# rr | Mr% rttr rrrM st# rtMt ft Tfr | i Mstr# % #%?r tt 

##FR # RTTR t M RIT | I 
R. #£## ST# RT#R RT# RR | I 

3RRf#R^RSTRRf/-ScMKdll7 PldldRlV^MRRT RTTT fM RR RRM 
101. 3 tM# Rt R#T # M f#TT RRT |: 


R'. RR #RR RT ##T % RRST RT Mt RRT ST# RT#R #R # RR# % #TTR RRRTcRR RfT ^ 3# #R R#R 
3T# RT# 3# R#TTR RTR% RT RPR RRTTRRR ST# RT#R # fM R# t #RR TfT | I 

T3 - . R#TTR Rf, R## 3# ### % #RTR %RR TTR rrur rjRT RT RRR ft# §JRR | M R# M rt# ### # 
RRTRT fidl # % 1R ?JRRf # tldif^d R#> 3TR RR #TT RR fid I %RR 3TRfRR STRRT RTRR TT## 3# 
### % RTRRt fr §J#t # RTR# # 3TRRRT RT #R#f RT #f # f# f# # RRTRRRT R#R M f#t I 

R. #RR R# % RTR 3TTR# 3# ST# #?#TW % #R # 3TR# % 3TTR# RT #RTT R# RT ##T RT#RT# # RRT 
ff RRR RT RffR#T ftRT | I 




28 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


e. R=kui R pro: te % Ef wr eeet | fR eRt[ ERts et [R*ekh fRfRpE srfR eihRi R ReR R 

et^ee Tfr| i 

s. frts R ee RtEE st fRRt h+kicee T^t | Rfr eR^; ERts Rt grfR Rets R fRETET R E^rnr Rtr etsts e 
TEE % ETETTTf % ETTE ftR STRt SlfR Rt ETf E^f | I EIHM Rt ETfT Wt ET 3ftf%TE fft ETf R IMM % 
f%STE 1JH EPS sfRETE % f%STE | I 

E. ReR RftRE fRsS fTT TTERsf Rt RES EEtR ETE R EsRt fRRt R fRq; EfR ETfRs SETS fRET SET | EEfR 
fTTE R TJS Rt fRRt (STSfS RftRfRsET RsRt), PdfdE Rt ’jft EEf % ETfRs Rt EEET R ETfT fRET SET | I 
Rdfd=b Rt STStE ^LI^PHe wft R STS oMpMId STTE ETfRs (Rtr sfR ETfRs) R f%TT EfRs ETT^t R 
ETfRs fRET EET I 

t3\ ESTTTTSS EE RtEE Rt fRRt % STTS, Sf EEtReI fRET ST SSET | fR fTTE R STSTE dlfR+l+d? Rt Sift sff 
SfST E| SStfR Rt Sift RtEE SfS 1JTS R EE f I 

ET. ETfsmfr SlPdS RtST EE E-iUld R SETE EE fR^RsS EtR R f%EET TfT | I 

fT. ETfsTEEfr % STfETS ESSTSfRE sRtST STS Rt EEWE 9JT Rt fRsR SSft STS Sp RfSS ERE sRfRET Rt 
EES RRt % EE R ?TTfRs fRET EET | SSfR ETfRsTETTf % SSpR STS SfT RjW ERE sRfRET R STSTEt EE 
ETEE ftRt ?JsRt Rt sRfST R f%TT E Et Rtf ^EET EETE Rt 3ffE Eft Rtf SfETST fRsT | I 

31. RfR SfS Rt 9JEETE dlft+lTd? ETET f^r ETT 3^^ % SEETE EE | ^eRuJ, EE% ETET ETf%W f%TT ett ETEEft 
% EE % ETaTE EE EETE f%ET ET EEET | I ETf%EEESf EE ETETft EE EE ET^Ef^T EEEE ^ EEERE 
Elff | I ETf^EEEEf % EE % f%ET %IES ESTEEE IEEE f%?%EE EE^ 3^E ET«fr ftETft ET EE«f E^f f I 
ET#sf%T EEfE ET fE EEt# EfcE 1 ^ ^EET Tl E EEET f^EES EEEEEf % ^Hd G % EflrEEE EE WTEE | I 

Z. E#ETE ETE EE EEE EEE | #T fE% ERREd Rdd4 EEEEE 5IE TTE? ESETEf%T ETftET EPE §JE EeR % 
f%TT EtReE Tt ETEE R RpTT EET ET ^eRUJ, ETfsTEER R EEE ft E^ fR4r RtET f% STE Tl EtR EET 

ETTT, RRbd ETfsTEEfr % W R EETE^EEi EE R EfRRE RdfR EWT fRft Eff EE f% f%cE EETEE 

ETET EEE EESft EEEET % EEEE R eREE ETE eReTE R EldTPdd E^f eReT Ret f% eR 2011 R f%EE 
EfftSTT EPE R f ET ET I 

3. EEET 3fR EETTEE EET RR)dl' R RR ft | IeRttt ^ EEEET ETft eRe | f% f%E ETETT ET 
ElP+IEd? sRcT EE ETET EEt| f I EEfn ffe % ETE ETETE ftRR EETEET eR EEtRtE E^f f^ET ET EEET I 

5. ETIeTETR R Ef ETE E^f f%ET | f% RR EE^E ETETEf R eR^ EeRe Tl SffR ft TsR ^ I TPEtt ETE R ETETE 

jet ett # eRpteet % te R ete Rt eeRt R Res 0.02 eRRte TfT 11 

3. etRette fRETE R ftp; ett 3ee?ee e«e Ef E^f e?RR fR eRRe ette eR eR^[ eetTe Rl EfR R RRe Rtf 
ETTETTEE EEE | I EETTEE 3ftr fRfRRf R srfR IR^Ree eeRt R ^tte ETft ^ET ETET I I ieR eetet w 
eteR R EsRf R Rtf Rt RtEE RRRt f%ETE eR R[ee RRRt ^te E^f f i 

etIRetR SKI ETE 

102. Ef EeRte fRET ETET t fR EERtETE R EETtE Rt EEEET R EETTT ETT ^ff Rt EeRw Rrr R ETfRETpR ETTT EfR ft 

ETE Rt =fRt t EETfR E^Re Rt EWET Rt ffR R ERf RtR ffET EET | : 

ET. ERRR, frTE R ETET R ETRtETET R EEE R ETfsTErR Ef EtT ETtR t fR TpMtEfT RtRtRt R fR ETETERt 
ETET ETf%TT fRrr ^ EETfR, RtETfRtRt R E^ETERf ETET ETl%E E^f fRrr ^ | RfsnfRtRt R ETTE Rt EES 
ETgRf # ^ ETET ET fREfE fRET | Rt fR EfEtRt ETETEE Rf fE ETET Rt TJTTET R ETRf EE | I E[fR 
RtETfRtRf R E3ETsRt ETET ETf%E E^f fRET | EEfRrr ETfltETft R fE ReR Rt Rt EfEtRf RrRt R TE R 
ETET | RfRE EETtEE fRRR Rt RfR |TT Roe R EETTEE RtT EfstEfE RdtdRt Rt EfEtRf ETET EET | I 
ReR ReIRe fRftrr frr u>Rdf Rt frTE R eteR R fREK fRrr etR R Pttt ^TTfRrr E^t fRET eet f EEtfR 
RrRtETf R RtTE EeR STTT Rtf fREfE Eft fRET EET #ET fR EETTEE) EE?E ETEE Rft RfREET RrRt, 
fTTE STTT Rt ffR Rt sf |l ETfETE EtE Rt EEE EsfR R EEE R ETfstETft Rt TEE: RETE Ret W R?ft Rt 
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rRiRT RtR 3Tk RTFf IM M R RTfT RtR R RrfTRt, RRT P*fd TRRRTR sffT sfrf%W W RTR MR»J| l-H % 
f# Rt ff fR Rf ff | 

W. Rf[RRffR £TTT 3TT%^T R RTR7T Rf % 1%f 3fjffR R Rt fRTT RRT RT RRTfR RTfsTRTTff % Rf f%RTT PfRT 
f% dRlId rRtRT RTR *f R-Rd +l4dl$ Rfff ft" R RT fR | 3ffT Rf fRRr pTRT Rt W RTR % yRillR+l 
RTffRTRTRRTRTTM/id-d ffRT I 

r. Rrr 9 (2) % r^rst -ll t dpRpsid rtrsttR % st^rtt Ptrr 23 (1 ) % RfR rRRr ttr RRTf%R fRfRnR 

fRTT RRT | Rt dldRd trsr -dldMd 3)RTdldK RTTT fR 3FR RSRTRfsTRT TrRsTT dlPlRI *f PtR>T R RrT 

rrt| i wRfR mR^iir %rrrRtrt R+i^ Rf Pf+4f rrtrRr fRo rrt11 
r. fRrpR 1 rtR 2011 R #rt ?pF srfsrgw r. 15/201 1-#rt §jpft (fR^f) % RfRR III *f 4r srPTRTTff Rrr 
% PfrirR % Prf Rum RRR^d fRfRff1 d4did rtrtT rt 4t yPf+iO Rrr rr PfriiRT R4 r Rrr 
rr RfRTR rtttt ff f%RT rrt 11 Rf^TRTtR % Prf r^UIr R rtrr R ff% R rR 4t Rt §fR RTf Rf ft 

RRT dd^RK TR RT f%RTT f%RT RRT |l f%ffT RT Pf%?T % RpfRTR RT fRTTT dff fRTT RRT | RRfPfT Rft 
RTTTRTf RRRfRjRRRTRTRTTTf RRpTd RTf I 

Rh>4 

103. RTfsTRRff RTTT fMR RRf |Rt d4dM RTR fRT RSRRTff rRsTT RTR fPf % RRTR, rRRrRR RT MRd4d 9JTRT 
Rf PpRRT RtR % Rttt RRR^T Rf RRFft RRRT % fR Rlf^U,, RrR dlR + l+d? 4 RTRT RrT R RTRR RlRld 3fk StR 
RlRd RT ffe ^ SRTR RT fR - fR; RlddilR ?jRf RT Rrt ^tR R ^<d |, Rr Rf R^f R?lfR R RTRR 3fk 
SIR RTRR RT ffe ft |l 

104. RtRrrR 4" fM4t ^ t R R^f[ rRr 4 fTTR ^ RTRRf Rf ff RfcRfR fR, RTRrRR ?jRf ^ Rr RTRT sfR 
fRRt RcRTRR RTRR Rf fR R SRTR RT fR - ff Rr ^ RPlRf % rRr Rf RTRrRR 9JRR R RTTRT Rf rRrR RR 
RfTfR RtR fTT rRtTR RtRrR RTRT # || ^rR rRRtF, RTRrrR 4- w RTR RT RrTT RtR fTT RT3R)- 3TTR 3ftr 
RTJTF TFJR sRftw ^ fR RtR RTrRI- RR? RTR % Rf RtRK RrT R RR[ TlffR % Rtt RTjRg- ■RJTR Rf RTRcT 
Rf fR rt RrmRr rt Rt irRr;, R^ Rrrnr RrRt rtr Rt ftTR t R rtrRT % RR # R rtt^ ffRT |i 

105. rRRR) #ttrrr rRr |, Rr R§ifR | RRRR% RR rRR Rt^tRr fRRr Rt ("R.ddi), fRf Rf RrIR 
% rR?T Rf RTTR RtRr Rt 5tR RItRr RtR R RR'JR SdPi 11 RTTRTfR ?jRt R RTRT Rf rRt|R % PlR Rf 
RTRTTT R^f RRRT |l 

106. Rff RR^ RraR 3TTR RT RRR |, Rr R?TfR | R Rraft RTR % RTTrRr RTRTR % RRR Rf RTTR RtRr Rt 5tR 

RtRr RRr |l fR% rRRr, TTRrRfTTTfR RTTT TRTtRr Rt 1/4^1 TiRf sffT 4fRR RRr Rt (fRTRf) RTTT 
PldfPid RTTT Rf^ RTTRTfsff 9JTRT R ?JfR RT % RSRsffR RT, RrR l/R RTTT TRTtRr sffT IJ.-H M.413 TtRtR RT 

RR sfr RrIrr rttt fRrfRR rtr 130.60/RttitR 3 RRR rtrt R rt rt rttrRR ?jt^t % stsrsRt rti 
T 3R€Rfrf 3 R ^tRr RRtt frr (tiRtR), ^Rf % RfR tt^ttRtttt^, rrR rtr ^ rttr R RrR Rff Rrr rt 
Rtt RT T| t Rf RTRFR TJTR t Rt R^ tRr % TTRRrffT t RR |l fR RRR Rf RaffR RrT RTRT | R 
RTTrRR §JTR R RTRT ff R§ffRR R RTRTRRRT || 

107. Rff RRT RfRT TFJR rRRt RR RRR RR RRTTRRT/RRfRRT RTTT Rf RrfRT RTRT R^f RrT RRT |, ^dfrbR 

rttr 3R rR rtRr R rRrtRr R^f Rrt rt rrr, rrtR, rrtRr Rf 1 ^ ^tRt | R r^rt ttrr sRRrr % 
Rts ?jrrt R rtRr ^ rtRr RrR rt rttr t r^rt tttr r4Rr>i ^ RrR ff rrt% f Rr% Rff[ rRr R 
stR ff rrR |i 

108. rR^rRr t rrRr RRrt rR rnR7 R Rr ^tRR | R R^rRr rtrRT rt stR rr rtrrt rtt TfT |i 
R^;rRr 4- r# ff rR % Rf diPRi rtrt R | Rt rRrtrtrrr frTR % Rr^ rt^; rt^rtTR ?jrrt *f 
fR ff |l rrtR, fTTR ff RcfRT R rR RRTTRRT /PdfdR) ^ RTR RRt RR RTTR Rt ?tR R STfRRrR R 

r?tR |i Rff Rttrrt % fT5 tRrrt ff rrR f, Rf Rtr ^ RfRfrff PdfdR % rttR t stR % RsffrR % f%iT % 

RRfR rR fl RfRT TTRR sRRrtt ^ RcfdT % 3PTTR Rf 9JTRT, RR Rft RRTTft?T RRR, 3 tR R RtR tl 
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TOrETTOf^ET afR TOTTOt 

109. toRRtR % TIT TdRTO f% WTOEft 9JTO 4^ TOEl ET TOET # TOTOTT ^ #TO TO TO TOTTf%T fl TOETT 

|l TK^ld TTTTO TT ^f%TT TrRETOSf TEEEToff TOTOTT R TOT fpftl TOt% Rl-Od, mddRsft TOTETf Rl 

tojtoet R ttto i^Rdf tot wt sr^f^rr ^n^ff Tt to tRtt, tRektotEt Rr fiRr tot RNR)d tRtt sfR to^ 

TO^Rf % WTrET^f % R^d W Rt TOETOSETT TOT TOTP; ETOl R TOT toRtTI dd)TO TOft Rt 3TTjRf % Tl TT STfllTO 
RRff TOT TOTTT TO TOEl Rl 

110. toRTtoR R RtoR # 4Y f% ETTWT cffc TO, WTORft SpETf TO toPTO W # TOjfRcT TOTTO T^fRrf TOT eRe[ 
TOR ^ fET TOft Sift RT ^E TOETT | cTTf% TO-Rd TOTTE R ^ft 3 tR ^f%cT dRRl<R # RRfR dR <fT: ETTfRET 
f^TOT TO ET% WY %3T % TOWT %T R |l WHElsft TOfE TO aRRETOr PRY RY TTOE R TO^[ RRf R 3TOEff dR 
TrfRRfsET RRtT 3ffT W WR TTOTETOaR Tt TAuR ^ TOETOETT dR TOTTfRET T^f tRtTI 


IRtoRR 

111. TOfRroR % fRwfY ^ fR ^iftsiT tot toto tot ft tR Rt 3fk toR RRh -4 tottoR dR srfsrgf^r tot Pro tot to 

sftr TOEET, srfR 3Tk ETPTFT TOET % TlEjarf TO TOTOTETO dM+l’G TOETTO TOtR R f%TT [RdYdRl, STOTTOTT 3fYE 
TOT ll>d«l<4 TOTTOEf RY TOTTE 3TTOTO fRTO TOT TOI lillddRsfY PTOTTTOft RY ?TEff R TOtR TOTO, SrP 3fYE TOWT 
TOET> % TOEjRY to TOT TOTT RY Tf RY 3 Re 3||d1Pld RY tR, TOfsTTOfT R Tft RfdK ^T TOTTTt tjtt ^ 3ftr 
TrO% t TO^ %?ff ^ TO^ TO^# % 3TOET TO TOTOTT^t % 3Tfirf[TOT # RpElR^T TOTT 3)Pidl4 

TOTOTTI 

112. Tnfsrroft tttt tojtRet f%p; to; Pi+hh< ?jto f%ro % tost t TOfsTroft ^ Tftro ?jto srfsrgTOTOT tttot 49/2012 
f^rtro 26 toto, 2012 % totTto t, %#Tt totto tttt w trst ^ TOfr f%rr rfI % Pet srfsrgroTT # toOw ^■ 

TTTO % 4lPld 3Tk STf^ % 4lPd % frftTTO % TOTTOST f^srfftTT WTOtsft 9JTO ^T TOJ ^ RHlRT |l 
TOJTTO, ^ TTTTOft % TTOPT t. 9 # TOlff T# TORT % TOTTOT TO^ %?ff % TJTT % TT T^t ^ RdfRld TOTsI TO^# % 


TTR5TOEffTOMIddRgf[9JTOdTtTOTTTTOR^t'R[TlRT#Titl 


jyr* dlfo+l 
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9 

281511 

281512 
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*#fTT?JRF %^FT -Hi^R)4. t sfR ?jRF ^T RrsriTR % R=K«I % ST^TTT f^TT vdl^ll I 

113. w stRRt ^rur qR^im % iR^im^^ % 3n%?r % #t ?ft srfRr #fn-g^ srfsrRtw % 

STJHTT #tTT-?jRF, ^TTR 9JRJT 3Tk 7RrT 3rfRfRr -4MIRRRIT % 7PTST TRT RTTTTft I 

^T. t^3fRr f^T, 3TR TT^- ftRbi ^Tfsmfl 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 20 th June, 2017 

(Final Findings) 

Subject: Final findings in Mid-term Review investigation of anti-dumping duty concerning imports of 
caustic soda, originating in or exported from Iran, Saudi Arabia & USA. 

A. Background of the case 

1. The Designated Authority, on the basis of an application received from M/s Alkali Manufacturers Association of 
India (AMAI), had conducted the 2 nd Sunset Review of the anti-dumping duty on imports of Caustic Soda and the 
Authority had recommended duties vide Final Findings Notification No. No.l5/28/2010-DGAD dated 31 st August, 
2012 on the imports of Caustic Soda originating in or exported from Saudi Arabia, Iran, Japan and USA. As per these 
recommendations the duties were extended by the Central Government vide Notification No. Customs Notification 
No. 49/2012 dated 26 th November, 2012. The Duties are valid till 25 th November, 2017. 

2. Alkali Manufacturers Association of India (AMAI) had filed an application in September, 2015 for initiation of a Mid 
Term Review Investigation for enhancement of the anti-dumping duty on import of Caustic Soda (Sodium 
Hydroxide) originating in or exported from Iran in accordance with section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 read 
with Rule 23 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995. They claimed that the circumstances that were prevalent 
during the period of investigation of the original investigation have changed significantly leading to a situation where 
the existing anti-dumping duties against Iran need to be reviewed. 

3. The applicants claimed that the producers/exporters in Iran are continuing to export the product to the Indian market 
at dumped prices and the present quantum of ADD is grossly insufficient to address the present level of dumping and 
injury margin due to certain changed circumstances and therefore, there is a need to review the duty against this 
country for enhancement of duty to address the changed circumstances. 

4. The applicants inter alia claimed that due to significant increase in raw material cost and utility costs for production 
of the subject goods after imposition/extension of the duties in the last sunset review leading to significant change in 
cost of sales and Non-Injurious Price. It was also submitted that the landed value, and dumping and injury margins of 
imports from Iran has undergone significant changes as a result of which the current level of duty on Iran is not 
covering the injury suffered by the Domestic Industry. It was also pointed out that due to low duty on Iran the imports 
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have significantly increased. The applicants also submitted that due to change in cost and price structure the dumping 
margins have also significantly changed. Therefore, it was submitted by the applicant that these changed 
circumstances necessitate a review for enhancement of duty as the current duty does not cover the injury suffered by 
the industry due to changed circumstances. 

5. The Authority examined the issues and was of the view that since the grounds expounded by the applicants, i.e., 
change in costs of raw material and utilities after last extension/imposition of the duties is valid for all countries 
involved in this investigation, it would be more appropriate to carry out a comprehensive review of the duty in force 
against all the countries on which the duties are in force i.e., Iran, Saudi Arabia and USA. 

6. Accordingly, the Authority initiated a comprehensive mid-term review of the duties imposed vide Customs 
Notification No. 49/2012 dated 26th November, 2012, through a Notification dated 22nd January 2016 published in 
the Gazette of India extraordinary, in accordance with section 9A (5) of the Act, read with Rule 23 of the Rules, 
covering all aspects of dumping, injury and causal link to examine the need for continued imposition of the duties in 
view of the changed circumstances as alleged by the petitioners and to examine whether the injury to the Domestic 
Industry is likely to continue or recur or both if the duties are revoked or varied. 

B. Procedure 

7. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the subject investigation: 

i. The Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi were informed about the initiation of the mid-term review 
investigations in accordance with Rule 6(2). 

ii. The Authority provided copies of the non-confidential version of the application to the known exporters and the 
Embassies of the subject countries in accordance with Rules 6(3) supra. A copy of the non- confidential version 
of the application was also made available in the public file and provided to other interested parties, wherever 
requested. 

iii. The Authority forwarded copies of the public notice to the following known manufacturers/exporters in the 
subject countries (whose names and addresses were made available to the Authority by the petitioner) and 
provided opportunity to make their views known in writing within forty days from the date of the letter in 
accordance with the Rules 6(2) & 6(4). 

a) Chlor Pars, Iran 

b) Aryan Sana Co. Ltd, Iran 

c) Arvand Petrochemical Company, Iran 

d) Behan Chemical Company, Iran 

e) National Petrochemical Company, Iran 

f) Permaco Co. Ltd, Iran 

g) Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (HQ), Saudi Arabia 

h) Saudi Petrochemical Company, Saudi Arabia 

i) Midpoint Chemical Company, USA 

j) US Azko Chemicals Ltd., USA 

k) M/s Dow Chemical Co., USA 

iv. Following producers/exporters of the subject goods in the subject countries have filed questionnaire responses: 

a) M/s Aravand Petrochemical Company (Producer), Iran 

b) M/s Petrochemical Commercial Co., Iran (Exporter) 

c) M/s Saudi Petrochemical Company (SADAF) (Producer), 

d) M/s Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC) (Exporter), 

e) M/s Shell Trading (M.E.) Pvt. Ltd (STME) (Trader), Dubai 

f) M/s Metron Middle East FZE, (Trader), Dubai 

g) M/s Petrochem Middle East FZE, (Trader), Dubai 

v. The Authority forwarded copies of the public notice to the following known importers/consumers of subject 
goods in India (whose names and addresses were made available to the authority by the applicants) and advised 
them to make their views known in writing within forty days from the date of issue of the letter, in accordance 



[W] I-W*Z 1 ] 




33 


with the Rule 6(4): 

a) Abhay Chemicals Limited, Gujarat 

b) Albright Wilson Chemicals Limited, Mumbai 

c) Arvind Mills Limited, Gujarat 

d) Birla Cellulose Limited, Gujarat 

e) Central Pulp Mills Limited, New Delhi 

f) Deepak Nitrite Limited, Gujarat 

g) Godrej Sopas Limited, Mumbai 

h) Gujarat Narmada Fertilizer & Chemicals Limited, Gujarat 

i) Gujarat State Fertilizer & Chemicals Limited, Gujarat 

j) Indian Farmer Fertilizer Coop. Ltd 

k) Indian Oil Corporation Limited, Gujarat 

l) Jaysynth Dyechem Limited, Mumbai 

m) Link Pharma Ltd., Gujarat 

n) Meghmani Organics Limited, Gujarat 

o) Narmada Chemature Petrochemicals Ltd., Gujarat 

p) Nirma Limited, Gujarat 

q) Pab Chemicals (P) Ltd, Gujarat 

r) Rama News Prints & Papers Ltd, Gujarat 

s) Rubamin Limited, Gujarat 

t) Sabero Organics Limited, Mumbai 

u) Torrent Gujarat Biotech Limited, Gujarat 

v) Transpek Silox Industries Limited, Gujarat 

w) National Aluminium Company Ltd, Orissa 

x) Cyanides & Chemicals Company, Mumbai 

y) Hitsu Industries Limited, Gujarat 

z) Adani Exports Limited, Gujarat 

aa) Adani Wilmar Limited, Gujarat 

bb) Libra Foams, Uttar Pradesh 

cc) Shri Ramchandra Straw Products Ltd, Uttar Pradesh 

dd) Bilag Industries Pvt. Ltd., Gujarat 

ee) Daurate Organics Limited, New Delhi 

ff) CJ Shah & Co., Mumbai 

gg) Harish Kr & Company, Mumbai 

hh) Hindustan Link & Resins Limited, Gujarat 

ii) Hindustan Lever limited, Mumbai 

vi. The following importers/users of the subject goods in India have filed their questionnaire responses: 

a) M/s Petrochem Middle East India Pvt. Ltd. 

b) M/s M/s NALCO Ltd., Bhubaneswar 

c) M/s Vedanta Limited (Aluminium Division) 

Apart from the above importers of the subject goods Aluminium Association of India has filed legal submissions 
as an interested party to the investigation and the submissions made by them have been taken on record. 

vii. The period of investigation for the purpose of the present review is 1 st October, 2014 to 30 th September, 2015 (12 
months). However, injury analysis covers the years 2011-12, 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014 -15 and (POI). The 
investigation covers both dumping and injury analysis. 

viii. Transaction-wise imports data for the period of investigation and preceding three years was procured from the 
Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics (DGCI&S) and the same has been relied upon for 
the purpose of analysis in this investigation. 

ix. Exporters, producers, importers and other parties concerned with the subject goods, who have neither responded 
to the Authority, nor supplied information relevant to this investigation, have not been treated as interested 
parties in this investigation. 

x. The Authority made available non-confidential version of the evidence presented by interested parties, in the 
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form of a public file kept open for inspection by the other interested parties as per Rule 6(7). 

xi. The Authority has examined the information furnished by the domestic producers to the extent possible on the 
basis of guidelines laid down in Annexure III of the Rules to work out the cost of production and the non- 
injurious price of the subject goods in India so as to ascertain if anti-dumping duty lower than the dumping 
margin would be sufficient to remove injury to the Domestic Industry. 

xii. The Authority provided opportunity to all interested parties to present their views in oral hearings held on 
16th August 2016 and 3 rd November 2016. All the interested parties attending the hearings were requested to file 
written submissions/rejoinders of the views expressed orally. The submissions made by the interested parties 
during the course of this investigation have been examined and addressed in this finding. 

xiii. The Authority, during the course of investigation, satisfied itself as to the accuracy of the information supplied by 
the interested parties, which forms the basis of this final findings to the extent possible and conducted verification 
of the data/documents at the premises of the Domestic Industry to the extent considered relevant and necessary. 

xiv. Information provided by the interested parties on confidential basis were examined with regard to sufficiency of 
the confidentiality claims. On being satisfied, the Authority has accepted the confidentiality claims wherever 
warranted and such information has been considered as confidential and not disclosed to other interested parties. 
Wherever possible, parties providing information on confidential basis were directed to provide sufficient non- 
confidential version of the information filed on confidential basis. 

xv. A disclosure statement was issued on 30.05.2017 containing essential facts under consideration of the Designated 
Authority, which have formed the basis for this Final Finding Notification. A time up to 06.06.2017 was given to 
furnish comments, if any, on Disclosure Statement. The Authority has considered post disclosure comments 
received from interested parties appropriately. 

xvi. *** in this final finding notification represents information furnished by an interested party on confidential basis 
and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

xvii. The exchange rate for the POI has been taken by the Authority as Rs. 63.61 = 1US$. 

C. Scope of Product under Consideration and like article 

(a) Views of the Interested Parties 

8. None of the interested parties have raised any issue regarding the scope of the product under consideration or like 
article. 

(b) Examination by the Authority 

9. The product under consideration in the present mid-term review investigation is Sodium Hydroxide (chemical 
nomenclature NaOH), commonly known as Caustic Soda, in all forms. 

10. Caustic soda is an inorganic, soapy, strongly alkaline and odorless chemical and finds application in various fields like 
manufacture of pulp and paper, newsprint, viscose yarn, staple fiber, aluminum, cotton, textiles, toilet and laundry 
soaps, detergent, dyestuffs, drugs and pharmaceuticals, petroleum refining etc. Caustic soda is produced in two forms, 
i.e., lye and solids by three technological processes, i.e., mercury cell process, diaphragm process and membrane 
process. The difference in these processes does not lead to a difference in product in terms of various characteristics. 

11. Caustic soda is classified under Chapter 28 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 under Customs Head 2815.11 and 2815.12. 
As per ITC eight digit classifications, the product is classified under the Customs Heading 2815.1110, 2815.1120 and 
2815.1200. The classification is however, indicative only and is in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigation. 

12. Since, none of the importers, consumers, exporters, Domestic Industry and other interested parties has made any 
comment or submissions with regard to product under consideration and like articles, the scope of the product under 
consideration in the present review investigation remains the same as that in the original investigation. 
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D. Scope of Domestic Industry & Standing 

(a) Views of the Interested Parties 

13. The opposing interested parties, in their submissions, have argued that the composition of the Domestic Industry 
supporting the imposition of anti-dumping duties has dramatically changed since the previous sunset review and this 
change affects the determination of the injury in the present investigation. It has been argued that while in the 2012 
sunset review, the Domestic Industry supporting the extension of the anti-dumping duties was made up of 7 producers 
of the subject goods i.e., Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Limited; Grasim Industries Limited; Shiram Fertilisers & 
Chemicals; Aditya Birla Chemicals (India) Limited (now taken over by Grasim Industries); DCW Limited; SEIL 
Chemical Complex; and Shriram Alkali & Chemicals, in the present mid-term review investigation, only 3 companies, 
namely Gujarat Alkalies & Chemicals Limited, DCW Limited and Grasim Industries Limited, support the Petition. The 
change in the composition of the Domestic Industry supporting the Petition between the previous sunset review and the 
present investigation clearly affects the injury determination insofar as all the injury indicators are affected by the weak 
support in favour of the Petition. 

14. It has been further argued that the domestic producers not supporting the Petition indicates the fact that they are 
performing well. For instance, the profits after tax of Shiram Fertilisers & Chemicals have increased significantly 
between 2012 and 2016. Similarly, SEIL Chemical Complex reported an improvement in the caustic soda prices and 
production. Therefore, the Designated Authority should take into consideration the change in the Domestic Industry and 
analyze the situation of the other domestic producers in order to determine whether the Domestic Industry suffered 
injury, quod non, and to establish the causal link. 

(b) Views of the Domestic Industry 

15. The applicants have argued that the Domestic Industry’s position is always seen on a case by case basis. Even in 
earlier Caustic Soda cases, participating companies have changed from one investigation to the next MTR 
investigation. For example, participating companies in the Final Finding of Caustic Soda dated 1st October, 2003 
concerning imports from Chinese Taipei, Indonesia and EU (excluding France) were materially different from the 
participating companies in the following MTR investigation dated 2nd June 2006 concerning subject goods from the 
same set of subject countries as in the earlier finding. Therefore, the arguments of the opposing interested parties are 
not valid. 

(c) Examination by the Authority 

16. The application for the review was initially filed by the Alkali Manufacturers Association of India on behalf of the 
Domestic Industry M/s Gujarat Alkalies and Chemicals Ltd, M/s Grasim Industries Ltd, and M/s DCW Ltd, 
commanding about 33% of domestic production of the subject goods as participating domestic producers for the 
purpose of injury investigation. 

17. The Authority notes that though the application for the Mid Term Review for partial determination was filed by the 
Alkali Manufacturers Association of India on behalf of the Domestic Industry with M/s Gujarat Alkalies and Chemicals 
Ltd, M/s Grasim Industries Ltd, and M/s DCW Ltd, on the basis of positive information received by the Authority, it 
was decided to convert it to a comprehensive mid-term review investigation covering both dumping and injury. 
Accordingly, the applicant association was asked to file cost and injury information with regard to more domestic 
producers commanding a major proportion of the domestic production of the subject goods for a more representative 
injury examination. In compliance the applicants have submitted cost and injury data of all units of the above domestic 
producers and SIEL Ltd. accounting for about 49.87% of the total domestic production during the POI. Accordingly, 
hereinafter for the purpose of injury investigation the above participating domestic producers, constituting a major 
proportion of the domestic production of the subject goods, have been treated as the Domestic Industry in this review 
investigation. 



36 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


E. Interested Parties to this investigation 

18. The Authority notes that the subject review investigation was notified to all concern as recorded above. The parties 
named in para 7 (iv) and (vi) have filed questionnaire responses and other submissions. Therefore, for the purpose of 
this investigation the above named parties and the Governments of the subject countries along with the Domestic 
Industry shall be treated as interested parties to this investigation. 

F. Miscellaneous submissions by the interested parties 

19. The interested parties have raised various procedural and substantive issues regarding this investigation, which have 
been examined as follows: 

F.l Exclusion of Japan in the Review 

(a) Views of interested parties 

20. It has been argued on behalf of the exporters in Iran that exclusion of Japan from the present review is prejudicial to the 
interests of the exporters from Iran. It has been argued that the measure is very much in force against Japan though the 
quantum of duty is zero. It has been further argued that in the previous sunset review investigation, the Authority 
considered it necessary to impose definitive antidumping duty on all imports of subject goods from the subject countries 
in order to remove the injury to the Domestic Industry and accordingly, decided that the antidumping duties are required 
to be extended and modified. Thereafter, the Authority in the duty table, as provided at Para 109 of the notification 
dated 31st August, 2012 worked out duty quantum for Japan as ‘NIL’ owing to negative injury margin and the name of 
Japan was continued in the duty table. The same duty was imposed by MOF which included Japan. Thus, the anti¬ 
dumping duty was continued against Japan also but at nil rate. Therefore, the current review should have included Japan 
also. 

21. It has been further argued that exclusion of Japan would vitiate any injury & causal link examination which the 
Authority would want to conduct in the present MTR since chances of low priced AD duty free imports from Japan 
causing continued injury to the Domestic Industry cannot be examined in detail by it and no fair conclusion can be 
expected when such imports from Japan is also not taken into the ambit of present MTR. Since the petitioner has 
claimed that NIP has gone up the injury margin against Japan also would have gone up. 

22. It has been argued that the decision of the Authority not to include Japan in the scope of present MTR also goes against 
the views taken by the Authority in some recent other investigations wherein the Authority found it mandatory for the 
exporters who are having ‘Nil’ duty to participate in the subsequent review. 

23. Further, it has been argued that apart from exclusion of Japan from the scope of present MTR, another issue which has 
serious implications on the proposed injury examination in the present MTR is the significant imports from Qatar at low 
prices vis-a-vis Iran. Since the price from Qatar is much less than prices from Iran, it cannot be believed that Qatar 
prices are not creating any adverse effect, if at all the injury claims of Domestic Industry have some basis. Thus, the 
exclusion of Japan from the scope of present MTR and no investigation against Qatar has vitiated any injury 
examination in the present MTR and no objective examination of injury can be carried out by the Authority in view of 
these two factors. Thus, the basic premise of the present application falls flat qua Iran. 

24. The petitioner adopted the pick and choose approach to target and discriminate Iran alone by way of the present 
application and though the Authority found it appropriate to extend the investigation to Saudi and USA, but the 
Authority still lapsed to apply same yard sticks on imports from Japan to include it in the scope of present MTR. 
Therefore, no comprehensive review, as envisaged by the Authority, is possible now without Japan. 

(b) Views of the Domestic Industry 

25. The Domestic Industry, on the other hand, has argued that in the previous sunset review investigation dumping margin 
for Japan was positive and the injury margin against was negative. Since the injury margin was negative and no anti¬ 
dumping duty was recommended in any combination relating to Japan, a fresh petition with respect to Japan was the 
only recourse available. A similar situation was followed in HR 304 case also and therefore the exclusion of Japan is not 
peculiar and does not vitiate the present investigations. Also a fresh investigation is on-going against Japan and Qatar. 
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(c) Examination by the Authority 

26. The Authority notes that as a result of the sunset review carried out in 2012 the Authority determined a negative injury 
margin with regard to the imports from Japan during the relevant investigation period. During the review investigation 
post POI data also did not have any significant import from Japan to show a likely volume or price effect to indicate 
likelihood of recurrence of injury to the Domestic Industry on account of imports from Japan. Under the above 
circumstances the duty on Japan should have been terminated or withdrawn. Existence of Japan in the duty table does 
not mean that the measure continued against Japan. The antidumping duties are country as well as exporter specific. The 
name of an individual producer/exporter, attracting Nil duty, appears in a duty table as such, if other exporters and the 
country concerned continues to attract the measure. In such a situation where the measure is in force against the country 
all exporters in that country, including the exporters, attracting ‘Nil’ duty, are required to be reviewed in the subsequent 
reviews. On the other hand, if the country as a whole does not attract duty because of ‘Nil’ dumping or injury margins 
and where likelihood of recurrence of dumping and injury from that country has not been established, the measure is 
deemed to be non-existent against that country. In such a situation such non-existent duty need not be reviewed 
subsequently. Therefore, the Authority has rightly excluded Japan from the current review. 

27. As far as alleged low priced imports from Japan and Qatar is concerned, the Authority notes that non-attribution 
analysis is an integral part of the antidumping investigations. Further, the Authority notes that on the basis of evidence 
of injurious dumping from Japan and Qatar a fresh investigation has already been initiated against these countries on 
14 th October, 2016. Therefore, the contention of the exporters from Iran that the Domestic Industry has some kind of 
tacit understanding with the exporters from Japan to corner the exporters from Iran or lack of objective examination 
because of no investigation against Japan does not hold good. 

F.2 Scope and timing of the Review 
(a) Views of the interested parties 

(i) Timing of the Review 

28. The opposing interested parties have argued that the timing chosen by the Petitioner to file the Petition was badly 
chosen and ill-timed. It has been argued that Anti-dumping duties have been imposed on imports of caustic soda 
originating in, inter alia , Saudi Arabia since 2001. The measures have been extended for further 5-year period in 2006 
and then in 2012 following sunset reviews. In addition, the measures were subject to a mid-term review in 2010. 
However, despite the final findings issued by the Designated Authority on 7 th July 2011, no Customs Notification was 
issued by the Central Government to give effect to the final findings issued pursuant to the mid-term review. 

29. It has been argued that in the previous mid-term review the limited time-period between the initiation (8 th June, 2010), 
the publication of the final findings (7 July 2011), the expiry date of the measures (12 th September, 2011) and the 
initiation of a second sunset review (2 nd September, 2011) made it impossible for the Central Government to issue a 
Customs Notification to implement the final findings of mid-term review by the Designated Authority. It has been 
argued that the present mid-term review investigation is also vitiated by the same timing problem. 

30. In the present case the mid-term review was initiated on 22 nd January, 2016 and the measures are set to expire on 
25 th November, 2017. However, it is very unlikely for the Central Government to issue a Customs Notification to 
implement any final findings made by the Designated Authority given that a sunset review is likely to be initiated before 
the deadline for issuing such a Customs Notice. In this situation, the Central Government will rather wait for the final 
findings of the sunset review to issue a Customs Notice, as it happened in 2011. 

31. Therefore, the timing chosen by the Petitioner to lodge its Petition for a mid-term review is badly chosen and ill-timed 
as it will inevitably lead to a deadlock situation where the final findings of the Designated Authority will not be 
implemented by the Ministry of Finance due to the time constraint as it happened in the previous mid-term review. 
Hence, the present investigation is entirely futile and should be terminated promptly. 

(ii) Scope of the Mid-term review 

32. It has been argued by the interested parties that the outcome stemming from a mid-term review and from a sunset 
review is fundamentally different. On the one hand, the objective of a mid-term review is to determine whether the 
imposition of the anti-dumping measures need to be continued as laid down in Rule 23(1 A) of the AD Rules. The 
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possible outcomes are either the revocation of the duties or the modification of the level of duties for the remaining time 
of the 5-year period. On the other hand, the objective of a sunset review is to determine whether the imposition of the 
measures should be extended for another 5-year period in accordance with Rule 23(1B) of the AD Rules. The possible 
outcomes of a sunset review are either the termination of duties or the continuation of duties (modified or not) for 
another 5-year period. 

33. It has been argued that in a mid-term review the Designated Authority can only determine whether the duties should be 
revoked or modified before the expiry of the 5-year period and that the continuance of the duties beyond the 5-year 
period is not a matter under consideration under the mid-term review. As a consequence, in the present mid-term 
investigation, the Designated Authority is bound by the 5-year time-limit and any modification of the level of the duties 
can only apply for the remaining period until the expiration of the 5-year period, i.e. until 25 th November, 2017 in the 
present case. 

(iii) Extension of Review to Saudi Arabia & USA 

34. The opposing interested parties have argued that the petitioners requested for initiation of a mid-term review only 
against Iran and decided to limit its request to one country on the basis of specific information pertaining to the cost of 
production, the cost of utilities and the landed value of caustic soda originating in Iran. The Petition does not contain 
any information on the change in the injury margin of imports of caustic soda originating in Saudi Arabia & USA. 
However, the Designated Authority decided to extend the mid-term review on its own initiative to imports of the subject 
product originating in Saudi Arabia and USA. 

35. It has been argued that it is clear from the provisions under Rule 23 (1A) of the AD Rules that a mid-term review can 
only be initiated either by the Designated Authority on its own initiative or following the request of an interested party. 
The use of the conjunction “or” in Rule 23 (1A) demonstrates the existence of two alternatives: either the review is 
initiated suo moto by the Designated Authority or it is initiated upon the request of an interested party. However, the 
conjunction “or” specifically excludes the possibility to cumulate the two alternatives. This cumulation would only be 
possible if the conjunction “and” had been inserted in Rule 23 (1A). The present investigation was initiated by the 
Designated Authority following the Petition lodged by AMAI. It was thus not possible for the Designated Authority to 
initiate suo moto the investigation. Insofar as the Petition is limited to the imports of the subject goods originating in 
Iran, the extension of the investigation made by the Designated Authority on its own initiative to imports from Saudi 
Arabia and the USA is null and void. 

36. Further it has been argued that Article 5.6 of the WTO ADA provides “If, in special circumstances, the authorities 
concerned decide to initiate an investigation without having received a written application by or on behalf of a Domestic 
Industry for the initiation of such investigation, they shall proceed only if they have sufficient evidence of dumping, 
injury and a causal link, as described in paragraph 2, to justify the initiation of an investigation” (emphasis added). The 
wording of Article 5 of the WTO ADA, namely “Initiation and Subsequent Investigation”, demonstrates that the 
provisions laid down in the Article apply to original investigations and mid-term and sunset reviews. 

37. The Designated Authority has not provided any evidence on the change of circumstances regarding the dumping, injury 
and causal link or with regard to any changed circumstances for imports of caustic soda originating in Saudi Arabia in 
blatant violation of the provisions set forth in Article 5.6 of the WTO ADA. Therefore, the extension of the mid-term 
investigation to the imports of caustic soda originating in Saudi Arabia violates the provisions laid down in Rules 23 
(1A) and Article 5.6 of the WTO ADA and that the investigation should be terminated without delay. In addition, anti¬ 
dumping duties are also imposed on imports of caustic soda originating in China PR, South Korea, Thailand, Taiwan 
and Norway. The Designated Authority should have also extended the review to those countries. 

(b) Views of the Domestic Industry 

38. The Domestic Industry, in its submissions, has argued as under: 

a) That the petitioners had sought initiation of mid-term review investigation concerning imports of subject 
goods from Iran on account of changed circumstances since the changed circumstances claimed by the 
petitioners, pertains only to Iran. However, the Designated Authority had considered it appropriate to review 
the duties on all the subject countries, i.e., Iran, Saudi Arabia and USA; 
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b) That the imports from Saudi Arabia have increased significantly in 2012-13 and then declined till 2014-15. 
These imports in the POI are however at a level above the base year. Further, in the original investigation of 
2001 the producer was SADAF, the exporter was SABIC. SABIC is a 50-50% joint venture holder of 
SADAF. There was a benchmark duty of 267$ duty on this combination. In 2006 when the review came in, 
the combination of SADAF and SABIC got a 258$ duty and SADAF with Shell combination got 243$ duty 
and lastly SADAF with Tricon combination got a duty of 250$. In the present case SADAF and Shell 
combination has zero duties and the others have substantial duties leading to a situation where entire imports 
are being channelled through Shell only; 

c) That in the oral hearing, the representatives of Iran and Saudi Arabia and the Domestic Industry stated that 
since the petition has been put forth for investigation against Iran and that too for a specific issue of injury 
margin, the investigation against Saudi Arabia may be dropped; 

d) That since the antidumping duty is in force, there are very less imports from USA in the injury period and no 
imports in the Period of Investigation. However, it is not established that the anti-dumping duty in respect of 
USA is required to be withdrawn at a premature stage; 

e) That the antidumping duties against Iran are required to be increased. It is, therefore, requested that the injury 
margin and the quantum of anti-dumping duties on Iran alone is reviewed; 

f) That the investigation may be terminated in respect of imports from Saudi Arabia and USA. Neither the 
Petitioners have requested this review, nor has any interested party shown interest in seeking this review. In 
fact, exporters from Saudi Arabia have also submitted that there is no need for review in respect of Saudi 
Arabia. As far as USA is concerned, in any case, there is no party who has even responded to this initiation; 

g) That the scope of Mid Term Review Investigation is somewhat different from scope of Sunset Review 
Investigation; 

h) That in a Mid-term review it needs to be established that Injury to the Domestic Industry is not likely to occur 
in the event of revocation of anti-dumping duty, whereas in a SSR It needs to be established that Injury to the 
Domestic Industry is likely in the event of cessation of anti-dumping duty; 

i) That in a mid-term review the presumption is that revocation of duties would lead to injury which has to be 
rebutted by establishing that injury is not likely, whereas in SSR the presumption is that cessation of duties is 
not likely to lead to recurrence of injury which has to be rebutted by establishing likelihood of injury; 

j) That in a MTR the Authority has to decide whether or not to withdraw the duty, whereas in a SSR the 
Authority has to decide whether or not to extend/continue; 

k) That the ordinary duration of duty is five years, but it can be withdrawn before such period in certain 
situations in a mid-term review while in a SSR it can be extended further in certain situations; 

l) That the language of the sunset review and midterm review has been deliberately kept different so as to 
emphasize more on the cautiousness of establishing the need for withdrawal; 

m) That Designated Authority is required to consider and determine whether antidumping duty is required to be 
extended further in a sunset review, while in a Mid Term Review, the Designated Authority is required to 
consider and determine whether there is sufficient justification for withdrawal of antidumping duty at 
premature stage. 

n) That extension of duty is substantially different from withdrawal of duty. The parameters and obligations in 
Mid Term Review are quite different from parameters and obligations at the time of Sunset Review. 

o) That the petitioner has practically provided no information to establish “need for withdrawal”. 

p) Even, for modification of anti-dumping duty, the applicants have to establish that changes in circumstances 
are of lasting nature. Perusal of the petition makes it evident that petition does not even deal with likely 
dumping and injury. Domestic Industry submits that this information and claim is grossly insufficient for 
withdrawal the anti-dumping duty at such a stage. The petitioner must establish that there is no justification 
for continued imposition of anti-dumping duty. 

q) That in a number of decisions of the Designated Authority and CESTAT, it has been held that in case the price 
undercutting for actual or potential imports and injury margin for actual or potential imports is positive, it is 
sufficient to conclude that antidumping duty should not be withdrawn. This is required both for actual imports 
as also potential imports. Actual imports imply imports during the POI. Potential imports imply imports after 
POI and up to most recent period. This is required to be done not only for each country separately, but also 
within country, on individual import transactions. Further, this is required to be done not only for exports to 
India, but also exports to third countries. Exports to third countries are required to be done not on cumulative 
basis, but on individual import transaction basis. 
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r) That the present review should be limited to determination of injury margin in respect of Iran only. Petitioner 
refers to the decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter of Rishiroop Polymers Vs Designated Authority 
the relevant part of which is extracted below: 

i. “Otherwise also, we are of the opinion that the scope of the review inquiry by the 
Designated Authority is limited to the satisfaction as to whether there is justification for 
continued imposition of such duty on the information received by it. By its very nature, 
the review inquiry would be limited to see as to whether the conditions which existed at 
the time of imposition of anti-dumping duty have altered to such an extent that there is 
no longer justification for continued imposition of the duty. The inquiry is limited to the 
change in the various parameters like the normal value, export price, dumping margin, 
fixation of non-injury price and injury to Domestic Industry. The said inquiry has to be 
limited to the information received with respect to change in various parameters. The 
entire purpose of the review inquiry is not to see whether there is a need for imposition 
of anti-dumping duty but to see whether in the absence of such continuance, dumping 
would increase and the Domestic Industry suffer ”. 

s) That the Authority is required to consider only the grounds for review brought out in the application and should 
not go beyond that. The petitioner has contended in the petition that the injury margin determined in respect of 
imports from Iran has increased significantly and is therefore, required to be reviewed. The Designated Authority 
has already established significant dumping in respect of imports from Iran at the time of previous investigations. 
The final finding establishes that the margin of dumping in respect of exports from Iran was 25-35% as against 
which the Authority found an injury margin of 0-10%. Thus, in the present investigations the Designated 
Authority need not investigate the dumping margin in respect of Iran. 

t) Further, authority is not required to investigate whether the Domestic Industry is suffering injury. The present 
petition is by Domestic Industry and therefore, the scope of the investigation should be limited to the grounds in 
the petition. In view of the same, petitioner reiterates that the authority should determine only injury margin in 
respect of imports from Iran and is not required to determine existence of dumping or injury in respect of imports 
of Iran and is not required to determine existence of dumping or injury in respect of imports from Iran, nor the 
authority is required to determine dumping, injury and causal link with regard to Saudi Arabia and USA. 

(c) Examination by the Authority 

39. The Authority notes that the provisions for the duration of antidumping duties and reviews have been laid down in 
Article 11 of Antidumping Agreement and Section 9-A(5) of Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended read with Rule 23 of 
AD Rules. 

40. Article 11 of ADA reads as follows: 

“11.1 An anti-dumping duty shall remain in force only as long as and to the extent necessary to counteract 
dumping which is causing injury. 

11.2 The authorities shall review the need for the continued imposition of the duty, where warranted, on 
their own initiative or, provided that a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the 
definitive anti-dumping duty, upon request by any interested party which submits positive information 
substantiating the need for a review. Interested parties shall have the right to request the authorities to 
examine whether the continued imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury 
would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied , or both . If, as a result of the review 
under this paragraph, the authorities determine that the anti-dumping duty is no longer warranted, it shall 
be terminated immediately. 

11.3 Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, any definitive anti-dumping duty shall be 
terminated on a date not later than five years from its imposition ( or from the date of the most recent review 
under paragraph 2 if that review has covered both dumping and injury, or under this paragraph ) , unless the 
authorities determine, in a review initiated before that date on their own initiative or upon a duly 
substantiated request made by or on behalf of the Domestic Industry within a reasonable period of time 
prior to that date, that the expiry of the duty would be likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury. 22 The duty may remain in force pending the outcome of such a review. 
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11.4 The provisions of Article 6 regarding evidence and procedure shall apply to any review carried out 
under this Article. Any such review shall be carried out expeditiously and shall normally be concluded 
within 12 months of the date of initiation of the review. ” 

41. Section 9-A(5) of Customs Tariff Act 1975 as amended read with Rule 23 of AD Rules. Section 9 A (5) of the Act reads 
as follows: 

“(5) The anti-dumping duty imposed under this section shall, unless revoked earlier, cease to have effect on 
the expiry of five years from the date of such imposition: 

Provided that if the Central Government, in a review, is of the opinion that the cessation of such duty is 
likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury, it may, from time to time, extend the 
period of such imposition for a further period of five years and such further period shall commence from the 
date of order of such extension: 

Provided further that where a review initiated before the expiry of the aforesaid period of five years has not 
come to a conclusion before such expiry, the anti-dumping duty may continue to remain in force pending the 
outcome of such a review for a further period not exceeding one year. ” 

42. Rule 23 of the Rules as amended by Notification No. 15/2011-Customs (N.T) dated 1 st March, 2011 reads as follows: 

“23. Review. - (1) any anti-dumping duty imposed under the provision of section 9A of the Act, shall remain in 
force, so long as and to the extent necessary, to counteract dumping, which is causing injury. 

(IA) The designated authority shall review the need for the continued imposition of any anti-dumping duty, where 
warranted, on its own initiative or upon request by any interested party who submits positive information 
substantiating the need for such review, and a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the 
definitive anti-dumping duty and upon such review, the designated authority shall recommend to the Central 
Government for its withdrawal, where it comes to a conclusion that the injury to the Domestic Industry is not likely 
to continue or recur, if the said anti-dumping duty is removed or varied and is therefore no longer warranted. 

(IB) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-rule (1) or (1A), any definitive antidumping duty levied under 
the Act, shall be effective for a period not exceeding five years from the date of its imposition, unless the designated 
authority comes to a conclusion, on a review initiated before that period on its own initiative or upon a duly 
substantiated request made by or on behalf of the Domestic Industry, within a reasonable period of time prior to the 
expiry of that period, that the expiry of the said anti-dumping duty is likely to lead to continuation or recurrence 
of dumping and injury to the Domestic Industry. 

(2) Any review initiated under sub-rule (1) shall be concluded within a period not exceeding twelve months from the 
date of initiation of such review. 

(3) The provisions of rules 6, 7, 8, 9/10, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in the case 
of review. ” 


43. The basic objections raised by the interested parties with regard to the initiation of the review are three fold: 

a) Timing of the review is bad as the gap between the initiation of the review and expiry of the duty is less which 
may lead to a situation on not acceptance of the recommendations of the Authority by the Central Govt, as has 
happened in 2011. 

b) Power of the Authority to extend the review to other countries; 

c) Meaning and scope of a comprehensive review and the powers of the Authority to extend the duty in a mid-term 
review. 

44. With regard to the first issue the Authority notes that the duties in this case were imposed on 26 th November, 2012. The 
duties are in force till 25 th November, 2017. The Mid- term review was initiated on 22 nd January, 2016. The 
investigation is required to be completed on or before 21 st January, 2017, or in case of special circumstances, the central 
government may extend it further by six months. Even if the Authority recommends modification of the duties, as a 
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result of the review without extending the duty, as has been argued by the interested parties, the Central Govt, will have 
sufficient time to amend the duty orders and the modified duties will have at least 6 months’ life before the scheduled 
expiry date of the review. If the Authority decides to initiate a sunset review, the modified duties will remain in force for 
another year. Therefore, the apprehensions of the interested parties that the Central Govt, may not accept the 
recommendations of the Authority to modify the duties are completely unfounded and not based on any legal 
foundation. The factual matrix of the situation quoted by the interested parties is completely different and has no bearing 
on the present case. 

45. As regard the second issue the Authority notes that Rule 23 of the Rules provides three clear conditions for a review: (i) 
it casts an obligation on the Authority to review the need for the continued imposition of any anti-dumping duty, where 
warranted, (ii) on its own initiative or upon request by any interested party who submits positive information 
substantiating the need for such review, and (iii) a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the 
definitive anti-dumping duty. 

46. The Rule provides for ‘positive information’ only, for a review, as against ‘positive evidence’ required for a fresh 
investigation. Moreover, evidentiary standards under Article 5 of ADA do not apply to the Reviews under Article 11. 
Therefore, the arguments of the Domestic Industry that evidence under Article 5.6 were not provided by the Domestic 
Industry, are not tenable. 

47. The Domestic Industry filed an application for initiation of a Mid-term review in respect of imports from Iran only. 
However, in their application the Domestic Industry inter alia provided the following positive information and grounds 
in support of their request for review: 

i. That the raw material cost and utility costs for production of the subject goods have increased sharply after 
imposition of duties thereby resulting in significant change in non-Injurious price, landed value and injury 
margins and the current duties are not sufficient to neutralize the injury margin. 

ii. That the dumping margin of the exports from Iran has also changed substantially necessitating a review of the 
duty. 

48. In paragraph 6 of the notice of initiation, the Authority noted that: 

“The Authority further notes that the duty is in force against the goods originating or exported from Iran, Saudi 
Arabia and USA only and the duties are valid till 25th November 2017. Though the applicants have requested for 
review of the quantum of antidumping duty in force against the subject goods originating in or exported from Iran 
only, in view of the changed circumstances as stated by the Domestic Industry, the Authority is of the view that 
keeping in view the changes in cost and price structure and therefore, dumping and injury aspects, it is appropriate 
to carry out a comprehensive review of the duty in force against all the countries on which the duties are in force 
i.e., Iran, Saudi Arabia and USA” 

49. It is clear from the above statement made in the initiation notification itself that there was sufficient positive information 
before the Authority at that point of time, based on application filed by the petitioners, that the changed circumstances 
warranted a review of the measure in force as a whole rather than a piece meal review with regard to one country alone. 
The grounds brought forward by the petitioners could not have affected one subject country alone leading to change in 
injury margin. Injury margin is a function of Non-injurious price of the Domestic Industry and the landed value of 
imports. If the cost of raw materials and utilities were stated to have changed leading to alleged increase in injury 
margin of one country, it cannot be argued that it did not affect the other subject countries investigated together. The 
same argument also holds good for the normal values and export prices of the subject countries as they are also a 
function of costs. Therefore, it was considered logical by the Authority to examine all the subject countries together 
rather than one single country. The petitioners have not submitted why the cost and prices in other two countries, 
simultaneously investigated in 2011, could not have changed. However, the same arguments and changed circumstances 
may not apply to other countries investigated under separate investigations subsequently, with different and more recent 
period of investigations, which may not show up significant changed circumstances requiring a review as the essence of 
such a review are changed circumstances with respect to such measures and reasonable period of time from imposition 
of such measure. 
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50. The interested parties have questioned the power of the Authority to extend the review to other countries suo moto while 
the application is for a partial review. Emphasis has been laid on the expression ‘or’ in the Rule 23(1) to argue that the 
suo moto powers of the Authority are limited and cannot be clubbed with an application driven initiation. The Authority 
notes that the essence of the said provision in Rule 23(1) is the ‘positive information’. The Rule nowhere prohibits use 
of positive information provided by an interested party to self-initiate a review. If the Authority is in possession of a 
positive information, even if it emerges from an application of an interested party, which warrants a review it cannot 
close its eyes and restricts the review to what has been requested, as the Rule casts a positive obligation on the Authority 
to review the need for continued imposition of the measure from time to time. Therefore, the arguments of the interested 
parties that the review should not have covered the countries other than Iran, since the Domestic Industry requested for a 
review with respect to that country only, does not appear to be valid. 

51. Third question, which has been raised by the interested parties, is the scope of a mid-term review and power of the 
Authority to extend the duty as a result of a mid-term review. It has been argued that the possible outcomes, of a mid¬ 
term review under Rule 23, are either the revocation of the duties or the modification of the level of duties for the 
remaining time of the 5-year period of the duty notification against which the review petition has been filed, if the 
Authority agrees with the contentions of the interested parties. 

52. In the instant case, the basic ground for which the review was sought by the Domestic Industry was that factor cost for 
production of the subject goods have changed substantially leading to a change in the injury margin with respect to Iran. 
The Authority notes that injury margin is a function of Non-injurious price and landed values. It has not been argued by 
any interested party that only the landed value of imports from Iran has undergone change. The ground brought forward 
was that both the NIP and the landed values have changed. If the NIP undergoes change then it affects the injury margin 
for all exporters from the subject countries. Further the import prices from all countries have also undergone changes. 
Therefore, it could not have been held that the change circumstances, in this situation, are with regard to only one 
country, though the applicants argued that way. Further, if the factor cost has undergone changes it may not be restricted 
to one set of industries. If the cost and prices have changed leading to changes in the injury margin, as argued by the 
applicant, it is likely to impact the dumping margins also. Since the duties have been imposed following the lesser rules 
principles it is essential to determine the dumping margins also, in this particular situation, to apply lesser duty, unless 
there is evidence on record to show that there is no significant change in the level of dumping margins. No interested 
party has brought this fact on record. On the other hand, the exporters from Iran have questioned the exclusion of Japan 
from the review and have argued that exclusion of any country in a review would vitiate the injury investigation. 

53. In view of the above, the Authority holds that the comprehensive review initiated, covering all aspects of the measure in 
force, is in order and the objections raised by various interested parties are not valid. 

54. The Domestic Industry had filed a request to withdraw the application for present investigation view of delay in 
completion of investigation thereby the balance period remaining for MTR to be effective is very short and Customs 
may not implement the outcome of the investigation as has already happened on an earlier occasion in this product. 
Further, the application was made for review only against Iran however, there are some legal and structural changes in 
the ownership/sales structure of Saudi group in the post investigation period of the present review petition having direct 
impact on Anti-Dumping Duties on Saudi Arabia. The detailed investigation is required and can only be covered in 
SSR. The Authority noted their request and has decided that the petition has already been investigated in detail as also 
explained in earlier paragraphs. The authority therefore decided not to accede to withdrawal request and proceed with 
issuance of findings of this investigation. 

G. METHODOLOGY AND DETERMINATION OF NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICE & DUMPING 
MARGIN 


55. The following groups of producers and exporters of the subject goods originating in or exported from the Iran & Saudi 
Arabia have filed questionnaire response to this mid-term review: 

a) M/s Aravand Petrochemical Company, a producer of the subject goods, along with its related exporter M/s 
Petrochemical Commercial Co., Iran; and 

b) M/s Saudi Petrochemical Company (SADAF), a producer, along with its related exporters and intermediate 
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traders i.e., M/s Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC) (Exporter), M/s Shell Trading (M.E.) Pvt. Ltd 
(STME) (Trader), Dubai; M/s Metron Middle East FZE, (Trader), Dubai; M/s Petrochem Middle East FZE, 
(Trader), Dubai 

IRAN 

56. There are two major producers of the subject goods in Iran during the period of investigation, namely, M/s Arvand 
Petrochemical Company (APC); and M/s Bander Imam Petrochemical Company (BIPC). Both the companies are 
subsidiaries of National Petrochemical Co. (NPC). Both the Companies have exported during the POI through their 
affiliated exporter M/s Petrochemical Corporation (PCC), which is a commercial arm of NPC. 

57. The Authority notes that while APC and PCC have filed complete questionnaire response, however, BIPC has not filed 
a questionnaire response. Further, It has been submitted that Bander Imam Petrochemical Company (BIPC) is not in 
production due to directions for closure by Iran authorities on account of environmental issues as they were producing 
the subject goods using Mercury Cell technology. Though a small quantity of the goods produced by BIPC was sold in 
the domestic markets as well as some were exported by M/s Petrochemical Corporation (PCC) and M/s Metron Middle 
East FZE, (Trader) during the POI. However, those quantities are nominal and BIPC has since then stopped production. 
Thus, the Company has not filed any response. As per App-2, a total of *** MT of subject goods have been exported to 
India during the POI, out of which only *** MT were procured from BIPC, which works out to only about ***% during 
the POI. Since BIPC has not filed questionnaire response, in view of the position explained above, this company has 
been treated as non-cooperative. 

Normal Value 

58. The cost of production of M/s Arvand Petrochemical Company (APC) was determined on the basis of data submitted 
by the Company and duly verified. The domestic sale transactions have been subjected to ordinary course of trade test 
and only ***% of domestic sales were found to be profitable sales. Accordingly, ex-works normal value has been 
determined on the basis of profitable transactions to unrelated customers. The sale is on exfactory basis and adjustment 
has been given only on account of commission paid. 

Export Price 

59. M/s Arvand has exported the subject goods to India during POI through PCC, Iran. The exports are on CNF basis and 
adjustments were made on account of ocean freight and credit cost. Adjustment on account of SGA expense of the 
exporter has also been made to arrive at the ex-factory export price. In post POI some quantities have been exported to 
India through M/s Metron Middle East FZE, as sister concern of M/s Petrochem Middle East FZE, Dubai. Accordingly, 
the net ex-works export price during POI for the subject goods is determined as below after making duly verified 
adjustments. 


Dumping Margin 


Producer 

Exporter 

NEP 

USD/MT 

NV 

USD/MT 

DM 

USD/MT 

DM 

(%) 

DM 

Range 

Arvand 

Petrochemicals 

Petrochemical commercial 
company 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

(15)-(5) 

Others 

Any 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1-10 


SAUDI ARABIA 


M/s Saudi Petrochemical Company (SADAF); M/s Saudi Basic Industries Corporation (SABIC), Saudi 
Arabia, M/s Shell Trading (ME) Pvt. Ltd. (STME), Dubai, UAE and M/s Petrochem Middle East FZE, Dubai 
Normal Value 

60. M/s Saudi Petrochemical Company (SADAF), a producer of the subject goods, is a joint venture between SABIC and 
Shell Chemicals Arabia LLC (SHELL). The product concerned produced by SADAF are solely sold through SABIC in 
the Domestic market and exports are made by SABIC and STME. During the POI, the exports to India have been made 
only by STME. SADAF, SABIC and STME submitted the information in the manner prescribed in the Exporters 
Questionnaire. SADAF has entered into a marketing agreement with SABIC and STME. 
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61. SABIC submitted details of sales within the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia along with the details of logistics expenses 
incurred on the domestic sales of the goods. From the sale price, adjustments were made on account of direct selling 
expenses and marketing fees to arrive at the normal value. The adjustments claimed have been allowed by the 
Authority. Accordingly, the normal value is determined as mentioned below in dumping margin table. 

Export Price 

62. M/s Shell Trading (ME) Pvt. Ltd. (STME) has exported only one consignment of subject goods to India during POI 
through M/s. Petrochem Middle East FZE, Dubai on FOB basis. From the FOB export price, adjustments were made on 
account of credit cost, bank charges and marketing fees to arrive at the ex-factory export price. Accordingly, the ex¬ 
factory export price is determined as below: 


Dumping Margin 


Producer 

Exporter/ Trader 

NEP 

USD/MT 

NV 

USD/MT 

DM 

USD/MT 

DM % 

DM Range 

Saudi Petrochemical Co. 

SHELL trading (M.E) 

Pvt. Ltd. UAE & 
Petrochem Middle East 
FZE, Dubai 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1-10 

Any other 

Any other 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1-10 


USA 


63. No response has been filed by any producer or exporter in USA. Accordingly, the degree and extent of current dumping, 
in the changed circumstances, have been determined based on the best available information with the Authority. 

H. METHQDQLQQY FQR INJVRY DETERMINATION 

Submissions by the Interested Parties 

64. The various submissions filed by interested parties have been examined and are summarised as below: 

a) The Petitioner initially claimed in the Petition that the injury suffered by the Domestic Industry, quod non , was 
caused by imports of the subject goods originating in Iran. In addition, the Petition was limited to Iran and did not 
mention any other country. The injury suffered, quod non , is caused by the change in circumstances relating to 
the cost of production, cost of utilities and the landed value of caustic soda originating in Iran that led to an 
increase in the injury margin. 

b) The fact that imports originating in Saudi Arabia are now covered by the mid-term review cannot change the 
causal link between the injury, quod non , and the imports from Iran. 

c) In the present review, the Domestic Industry has itself submitted that injury suffered by the Domestic Industry is 
due to increased imports from Iran, therefore, no injury is being caused by imports of subject goods from Saudi 
Arabia. 

d) It should be noted that producer in Saudi Arabia were found not dumping the subject goods during the previous 
review and accordingly were awarded zero rate of antidumping duty. Even after getting the zero rate of 
antidumping duty, imports from Saudi Arabia have fallen to almost zero level and imports from Iran have 
increased substantially. Despite the zero duty imposed on imports originating in Saudi Arabia the volume of 
imports has steadily decreased. Therefore, there is no requirement of continuing the antidumping duty on imports 
of subject goods from Saudi Arabia. 

e) In paragraph 7 of the notice of initiation, the Designated Authority decided that the review would not cover the 
imports from Japan since imports from Japan did not attract any duty in the earlier duty notification. We request 
the Designated Authority to follow the same reasoning and to terminate the investigation against STME insofar 
as the imports from STME did not attract any duty in the earlier duty notification. 

Submissions made by the Domestic Industry 

65. The submissions of the Domestic Industry has been summarised as below: 
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a) Imports from subject countries have increased substantially in absolute terms and in relation to consumption. 

b) Subject imports are positively undercutting the prices of the Domestic Industry. 

c) Imports from subject countries -Iran and Saudi Arabia are under selling the goods sold by the Domestic Industry 
and are preventing the price increase. 

d) Inventory level with the Domestic Industry has increased significantly over the injury period. 

e) Performance of the Domestic Industry has remained adverse in respect of sales, market share, profits, cash profits 
and return on investments. 

f) Although there are no imports from USA, but revocation of duties would lead to recurrence of dumping and 
injury. 

g) Thus, it would be seen that the Domestic Industry has suffered continued injury. Situation of the Domestic 
Industry is clearly fragile and the anti-dumping duties have not been able to have the desired an intended effect 
on the performance of the Domestic Industry. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AIJTHQRITY 

66. The Authority has taken note of the arguments and counter-arguments of the interested parties on injury. The 
issues raised by various interested parties have been dealt with in the relevant paras of this Notification. 

67. The injury analysis made by the Authority hereunder ipso facto addresses the various submissions made by the 
interested parties. 

(i) Demand and market share 

68. For the purpose of assessment of the domestic consumption/demand of the subject goods, the sales volume of the 
Domestic Industry and other Indian producers have been added to the total imports into India and the same has been 
summarized below. The caustic soda is manufactured in two forms, lye as well as flake and both the forms are covered 
within the scope of the subject goods in the original as well as present review investigation, however, It has been noted that 
import of caustic soda in lye form only is taking place from the subject countries. 


Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Sales of Domestic Industry 

MT 

6,34,566 

6,19,587 

6,69,179 

7,17,897 

7,13,926 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

98 

105 

113 

113 

Sales of Other Indian producers 

MT 

18,46,420 

18,67,052 

18,84,613 

19,96,399 

19,25,164 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

101 

102 

108 

104 

Imports- Subject Countries 

MT 

65,593 

1,73,984 

1,30,737 

1,36,084 

1,54,928 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

265 

199 

207 

236 

Imports- Other Countries attracting duties 

MT 

92,210 

83,640 

1,04,022 

1,97,771 

1,53,890 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

91 

113 

214 

167 

Imports- Other Countries 

MT 

35,937 

45,863 

69,715 

72,802 

82,659 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

128 

194 

203 

230 

Total Demand 

MT 

26,74,726 

27,90,125 

28,58,266 

31,20,953 

30,30,567 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

104 

107 

117 

113 

Domestic Industry 

% 

23.72 

22.21 

23.41 

23.00 

23.56 

Other Indian Producers 

% 

69.03 

66.92 

65.94 

63.97 

63.52 

Indian Producers as a whole 

% 

92.76 

89.12 

89.35 

86.97 

87.08 

Subject Countries 

% 

2.45 

6.24 

4.57 

4.36 

5.11 

Other Countries attracting duties 

% 

3.45 

3.00 

3.64 

6.34 

5.08 

Other Countries 

% 

1.34 

1.64 

2.44 

2.33 

2.73 


69. The Authority notes that demand has increased during the POI as compared to the base year. The market share of the 
Domestic Industry has increased whereas market share of other Indian producers and Indian producers as a whole has 
decreased during the POI as compared to the base year. The market share of the subject countries has also decreased in 
the POI as compared to the base year. 





[W] I-W*Z 1 ] 




47 


Volume Effects of Dumped Imports 
(ii) Import Volume and Market Share 

70. With regard to the volume of the dumped imports, the Authority is required to consider whether there has been a 
significant increase in dumped imports, either in absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in India. For 
the purpose of injury analysis, the Authority has relied on the import data procured from DGCIS. The volume of imports 
of the subject goods from the subject countries have been analysed as under: 


Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Iran 

MT 

60,517 

94,956 

78,656 

1,22,933 

1,49,024 

Saudi Arabia 

MT 

5,076 

79,028 

52,081 

13,144 

5,904 

USA 

MT 

- 

- 

- 

7 

- 

Imports from Subject Countries 

MT 

65,593 

1,73,984 

1,30,737 

1,36,084 

1,54,928 

Import from Other countries 

MT 

1,28,147 

1,29,503 

1,73,737 

2,70,573 

2,36,549 

Total Import 

MT 

1,93,740 

3,03,486 

3,04,474 

4,06,657 

3,91,477 

Imports Share 







Iran 

MT 

31.24 

31.29 

25.83 

30.23 

38.07 

Saudi Arabia 

MT 

2.62 

26.04 

17.11 

3.23 

1.51 

USA 

MT 

- 

- 

- 

0.002 

- 

Subject Countries 

% 

33.86 

57.33 

42.94 

33.46 

39.58 

Other Countries 

% 

66.14 

42.67 

57.06 

66.54 

60.42 


71. The Authority notes that the imports from Iran are significant in absolute and percentage terms and have increased in 
spite of imposition of duties. The imports from Saudi Arabia are nominal and have drastically reduced as compared to the 
base year. The imports from USA are nil during the POI and rest of the injury period except insignificant imports during 
2014-15. 

(iii) Price Effect of the Dumped imports on the Domestic Industry 

72. With regard to the effect of the alleged dumped imports on prices, the Designated Authority is required to consider 
whether there has been a significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like 
products in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree or prevent 
price increases, which otherwise would have occurred, to a significant degree. The impact on the prices of the 
Domestic Industry on account of the alleged dumped imports from the subject countries has been examined with 
reference to the price undercutting, price underselling, price suppression and price depression, if any. For the purpose of 
this analysis the cost of production, Net Sales Realization (NSR) and the Non-injurious Price (NIP) of the Domestic 
Industry have been compared with the landed cost of imports from the subject countries. 

(a) Price suppression and depression effects of the dumped imports: 

73. The price suppression and price depression effect of the dumped imports has also been examined with reference to the 
cost of production, net sales realization and the landed values of the subject goods from the subject countries in relation to 
injury period including POI I. 
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Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Landed price of Subject Imports 

Rs./MT 

22,998 

26,232 

23,418 

23,933 

24,767 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

114 

102 

104 

108 

Cost of Sales 

Rs./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

123 

134 

141 

133 

Selling Price 

Rs./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

125 

113 

111 

109 


74. From the above information, obtained from DGCI&S data, the Authority notes that the landed price of the imports from 
the subject countries has decreased during the POI as compared to the base year. Further, the cost of sales of the 
Domestic Industry has increased during the POI as compared to the base year, however, selling price has declined. Thus 
imports have depressed the domestic prices in the market. 

(b) Price Undercutting 

75. The price undercutting has been calculated by comparing the net sales realisation of the Domestic Industry with the 
landed value of imports. The landed value of each responding exporter has been calculated as per their data and for 
others category, landed price has been computed by adding applicable basic customs duty and education cess to the 
Assessable value as per DGCI& S data. 


Price Undercutting 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Landed price of imports 

Rs./MT 

22,998 

26,232 

23,418 

23,933 

24,767 

Net Sales Realisation 

Rs./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Undercutting 

Rs./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Undercutting 

% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Undercutting 

% Range 

1-10 

5 - 15 

5 - 15 

5-15 

1 - 10 


76. The Authority notes that during the POI, the price undercutting effect of the alleged dumped imports is positive in 
respect of subject countries as a whole. 

(c) Price Underselling 

77. For the purpose of price underselling the landed prices of the imports from subject countries have been compared with 
the Non-injurious price (NIP) of the Domestic Industry. 


Particulars 

Landed Value 
US$/MT 

Non Injurious 
Price 
US$/MT 

Price 

Underselling 

US$/MT 

Price 

Underselling 

% 

Price 

Underselling % 
Range 

Iran 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

(5)-(5) 

Saudi 

Arabia 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

5-15 

USA 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 


78. The Authority notes that the price underselling is negative for Iran during the POI and for Saudi Arabia, the same is 
positive. Price underselling for USA is nil on account of no imports of the subject goods from USA. 

Examination of other Economic Parameters of Domestic Industry 


Production, Capacity, Sales and Capacity Utilization 

79. The Production, Capacity and Capacity Utilization details are as follows: 
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Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Installed 

capacity 

MT 

11,99,046 

12,02,442 

12,98,593 

13,97,337 

14,22,975 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

100 

108 

117 

119 

Production 

MT 

3,73,508 

3,40,770 

3,99,004 

5,32,603 

5,89,384 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

91 

107 

143 

158 

Capacity 

Utilization 

% 

31.15 

28.34 

30.73 

38.12 

41.42 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

91 

99 

122 

133 

Domestic 

Sales 

MT 

6,34,566 

6,19,587 

6,69,179 

7,17,897 

7,13,926 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

98 

105 

113 

113 

Demand 

MT 

26,74,726 

27,90,125 

28,58,266 

31,20,953 

30,30,567 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

104 

107 

117 

113 


80. From the above information, the Authority notes that the capacity of production of the Domestic Industry has increased 
during the injury period including the POI as also the demand in the domestic market. Further, both sales and capacity 
utilization have also increased during the POI as compared to the base year in line with increase in demand. 

Inventories: 

81. Data relating to inventories shows as follows: 


Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Opening 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Closing 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Average 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

197 

231 

245 

263 


It is noted that average inventories have increased considerably during the POI as compared to the earlier years. 

Profits and actual and potential effects on the cash flow 

82. With regard to Profit/Loss and cash flow, it is noted that the profitability of Domestic Industry in terms of profit before 
tax and interest and cash profit and ROI has remarkably decreased in the POI as compared to base year. 


Particulars 

Unit 

2011-12 

2012- 13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Cost of Sales 

Rs/MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

123 

134 

141 

133 

Selling Price 

Rs/MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

125 

113 

111 

109 

Profit/Loss 

Rs/MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

135 

23 

(20) 

2 

Profit/Loss 

Rs.Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

132 

24 

(25) 

2 

PBIT 

Rs.Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

152 

109 

72 


Cash Profit 

Rs.Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

140 

89 

51 

57 

Return of 
Investment 

% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

140 

88 

53 

(55 
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Employment, wages and productivity 

83. The data relating to employment, wages and productivity show as follows: 


Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

Productivity per 
employee 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

117 

165 

166 

184 

Employees 

Nos. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

78 

65 

86 

86 

Wages 

Rs. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

117 

139 

121 

100 


84. It is noted that there was increase in the number of employees as well as productivity during the POI as compared to the 
base year. Wages have increased significantly during the POI as compared to the base year. 

Magnitude of Dumping and In jury Margin 

85. On the basis of data furnished by the Co-operative Producers and exporters, and verified by the Authority, summary of 
dumping margin and injury margin is as below: 


Producer 

Exporter 

NEP 

USD 

/DMT 

NV 

USD 

/DMT 

DM 

USD 

/DMT 

DM 

(%) 

DM 

Range 

(%) 

NIP 

USD 

/DMT 

Landed 

Value 

USD 

/DMT 

IM 

USD 

/DMT 

IM 

(%) 

IM 

Range 

(%) 

Iran 

Arvand 

Petro 

chemicals 

Petro 

Chemical commerc 
company 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

(10)-(15) 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

(5) -5 

Others 

Any 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1-10 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

10-20 

Saudi Arabia 

Saudi 

Petro¬ 
chemical Co 

SHELL trading 
(ME) Pvt. Ltd. 
UAE & Petrochem 
Middle East FZE, 
Dubai 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1 -10 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

5-15 

Any other 

Any other 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

1-10 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

5-15 


I. LIKELIHOOD ANALYSIS 

86. The Customs Tariff Act and the AD Rules supra, as amended from time to time, require the Designated Authority to 
review, from time to time, the need for continued imposition of anti-dumping duty where warranted, on its own 
initiative or upon request by any interested party who submits positive information substantiating the need for such a 
review, and a reasonable period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the definitive anti-dumping duty. The review 
inter alia requires an examination whether the injury to the domestic industry is likely to continue or recur if the duties 
are revoked or varied. The Authority has examined whether the injury to the domestic industry is likely to continue or 
recur if the duties are revoked or varied as provided herein below. 

I. Volume of Imports during POI & Post POI 

87. In order to examine, the likelihood of injury to the domestic industry if the current duties are revoked or varied on the 
imports of subject goods from the subject countries, the Authority has undertaken analysis of the volume of exports of 
the subject goods to India during the post-POI period as well. On the basis of DGCI&S data, the Authority notes that the 
volume of the exports from subject countries to India during the POI (October, 2014- September, 2015) was 1,54,928 
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MT. The volume of exports during 2015-16 increased to 2,16,500 MT as against 1,36,077 MT during 2014-15. These 
exports are from Iran and Saudi Arabia only, USA showing almost nil exports. 


Particulars 

UOM 

2011-12 

2012-13 

2013-14 

2014-15 

POI 

(Oct’14- 
Sept’15 

Post POI 
-6 months 
(Oct’15- 
Mar’16 

2015-16 

Iran 

MT 

60,517 

94,956 

78,656 

1,22,933 

1,49,024 

38,791 

1,91,464 

Saudi Arabia 

MT 

5,076 

79,028 

52,081 

13,144 

5,904 

18,408 

25,036 

USA 

MT 

_ 

- 

- 

7 

- 


- 

Total 

MT 

65,593 

173,984 

130,737 

136,077 

154,928 

57,199 

216,500 


II. Excess and Surplus Production Capacity 
Saudi Arabia 


88. The producers of Saudi Arabia have existing capacities of 670,000 MT. The current production is 429,322 MT as 
against domestic consumption of 211,107 MT only. This indicates that the producers have excess capacities and 
surplus quantities with them. 

Iran 

89. The Iranian producers have a combined capacity of *** MT as against domestic consumption of only *** MT. 
Further, the volume of exports from Iran to rest of the world is *** MT only. 

90. The domestic industry has contended that Iranian producers are facing very peculiar market situation where they are 
not able to export to a large number of countries because of alleged restrictions on imports from Iran by a number of 
countries globally. According to the domestic industry, this has led to a situation where the Iranian exporters are 
willing to sell the product at a price lower than the market prices. 

91. It has been noted that only ***% of domestic sales were found profitable. The ***% loss making domestic 
transactions are at a much lower price as compared to the price at which exports are being made to India, indicating 
their ability to sell good at significantly lower prices. The producer/exporter can easily export more quantities and 
still being more remunerative than the domestic sales. In view of the inability of the Iranian producers to utilize their 
capacities by exporting to third countries, there is a likelihood of that Iranian producers may intensify the exports to 
India in the event of withdrawal of anti-dumping duties. 

III. Inventories of Exporters 

92. The producer of Saudi Arabia has substantial inventories which have increased during POI as compared to base year. 
The producers of Iran also has significant inventories which have increased during entire investigation period and 
POI. 

IV. Export orientation of producers 

93. The exports from subject countries to third countries were analysed and compared to exports made to India as per the 
documents given by the exporters. 


County 

Exports to 3 rd Countries during POI 

Exports to India during POI 


Quantity 

Export Price 

Quantity 

Export Price to 


MT 

USD/ MT 

MT 

India USD/ MT 

Iran 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Saudi Arabia 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 
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94. Iran has exported the product to third countries at an export price which is lower than the export price of the subject 
goods to India during the investigation period. This indicated that Iran can export subject goods at these prices which 
will be detrimental to the health of the domestic Industry, creating a likelihood scenario of increased dumping causing 
injury. 

USA 


95. None of the exporters/producers from USA have filed questionnaire response. DGCI&S import data also does not 
show any imports of caustic soda from USA. The US customs data provided by the petitioner with regard to exports 
from USA to various countries globally and verified by the DA from WTO data shows significant exports of the 
product from USA to a large number of countries globally. Analysis of these third country exports from USA to 
various countries globally show that the US producers have exported the product to a number of countries at a price 
which is below the normal value of the product and NIP of the domestic industry. The authority considered the FOB 
price and determined the likely import prices into India based on these third country exports. It is seen that export 
from US to Brazil alone amounted to 18,92,193 MT at a FOB price of US$ 275 PMT, thus leading to a significantly 
positive dumping and injury margin. Further, analysis of country by country exports further showed a cumulative 
exports of 29,03,508 MT from USA to various countries globally where the dumping margin and injury margin are 
positive, whereas a gross volume of 4705,412 MT has been exported from USA to various countries at an average 
price of US$ 336. It is, thus concluded that the producers in US are likely to export the product in Indian market at a 
price below normal value and NIP of the domestic industry. 

V. Price attractiveness of Indian market 

96. The Subject imports are undercutting the prices of the Domestic Industry. It is therefore suggested by the petitioners 
that with the cessation of anti-dumping duty, the Indian prices would be too attractive for the producers/exporters in 
the subject countries. Therefore, in case of expiry of duty, it is likely that exporters from subject countries would 
further channelize their output in the Indian market in view of the significant capacity with it. 

J. CONCLUSION ON MATERIAL INJURY 

97. After examination of various parameters, it is noted that during POI, while the capacity of production has increased 
throughout the injury period including the POI, the performance of the Domestic Industry has improved in terms of 
production and sales volumes. However, profit, cash profit and return on investment has declined. The inventories 
have increased considerably. Further, landed price of imports from the subject countries are below the net sales 
realizations of the domestic industry during the POI. While the price undercutting is positive for the subject countries, 
however, underselling effects are marginally negative for Iran but positive for Saudi Arabia. The alleged dumped 
imports are causing price depression effects during POI. Thus, the Authority notes the economic health of the 
Domestic Industry during POI exhibit continued material injury. 

K. CAUSAL LINK 


98. Having examined the existence of continued injury, volume and price effects of dumped imports on the prices of the 
domestic industry, in terms of its price undercutting and price suppression and depression effects, other 
indicative parameters listed under the Indian Rules and Agreement on Anti-Dumping have been examined by the 
Authority to see whether any other factor, other than the dumped imports could have contributed to injury to the 
domestic industry, as follows 

a) Imports from third countries- The imports of the product under consideration from China PR, Korea RP, Chinese 
Taipei, Norway and Thailand are already attracting antidumping duties. Further, there are significant imports from 
Japan and Qatar with regard to which the Authority is undertaking a separate investigation. Further the Designated 
Authority is now conducting SSR investigation in respect of Chinese Taipei. 

b) Trend in Demand- The demand has increased over the injury period with marginal decline in the Period of 
Investigation. However, the dumped imports have increased in the Period of Investigation as compared to the 
previous year which is causing injury to the Domestic Industry. 
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c) Performance of other products- Material injury is being caused to the Domestic Industry because of the dumped 
imports. Performance of other products being produced and sold by the Domestic Industry has no impact over the 
reported performance of the subject product. Further, injury, if any, due to other factors has been segregated by the 
Petitioner 

d) Changes in the pattern of consumption: - The pattern of consumption with regard to the product under 
consideration has not undergone any change. Therefore, changes in the pattern of consumption cannot be 
considered to have caused injury to the Domestic Industry. 

e) Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and domestic producers: - There is no trade 
restrictive practice, which could have contributed to the injury to the Domestic Industry. 

f) Developments in technology: - Technology for production of the product concerned has not undergone any change. 
Thus, developments in technology cannot be regarded as a factor causing injury to the domestic injury. 

g) Export performance : - The claimed injury to the Domestic Industry is solely on account of domestic operations. 
The Domestic Industry has made some exports throughout the injury period. However this factor cannot be said to 
have caused injury to the Domestic Injury. 

h) Productivity : - The claimed injury to the Domestic Industry is not due to deterioration in productivity of the 
Domestic Industry. 

L. POST DISCLOSURE COMMENTS 

99. The post disclosure submissions have been received from the interested parties. The issues raised therein have already 
been raised earlier during the investigation and also addressed appropriately. However, for the sake of clarity the 
submissions by the interested parties are being examined as below: 

Submission made by the Domestic Industry 

100. The submissions have been summarized as below: 

a) The investigation may be terminated in respect of imports from Saudi Arabia and USA, if the Authority chose to 
initiate suomoto investigation upon receipt of “positive information” the same information holds good for other 
cases on caustic soda and therefore the Authority should have accordingly initiated mid-term review investigations 
against all such countries attracting ADD on imports of caustic soda under various separate findings. 

b) Aravand Petrochemical (APC) and BIPC are related producers, BIPC has not filed questionnaire response despite 
having produced and exported subject goods, APC and BIPC have exported goods through PCC which is also an 
affiliated party. Thus, it becomes of utmost importance for BIPC to provide information. BIPC has exported goods 
through PCC as well as M/s Metron Middle East FZE, (Trader) PCC has responded, M/s Metron Middle East FZE 
has not responded.lt is incorrect to conclude that BIPC has exported only small amount of subject goods merely 
on the basis of response filed by trader, PCC, thus, in view of incomplete response from the complete value chain, 
the response of APC should be rejected. 

c) There exist huge surplus capacities with the subject countries especially in Iran and Saudi Arabia, leading to 
significant idle capacity with the producers in the subject countries resulting in likelihood scenario for intensifying 
exports. 

d) The non-injurious price determined is too low resulting into insufficient injury margin. The Authority has not 
taken into account sufficient return on investment. 

e) The injury margin determined is too low. 

Submission made by other interested parties/Producers/Exporters/Importers 

101. The submissions have been summarized as below: 

a) The injury margin as seen in terms of price underselling have been negative during the POI and the domestic 
industry failed to prove their claims and apparent negative injury margin in the present case. 
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b) Currently, there is only a negligible amount of anti-dumping duty against APC and PCC and if they had to 
intensify its exports, they could have done so by easily absorbing such duties already. Mere unutilized capacity, 
does not show any potential increase in exports in the event of withdrawal of duties in case of APC and PCC. 

c) The decision to consider four previous years data plus POI data for injury analysis is in clear deviation from the 
practice of the Authority 

d) The disclosure statement clearly shows that the performance of the domestic industry has been excellent in terms 
of various injury parameters. 

e) Price underselling from Iran have been negative and injury to the domestic industry has not been on account of 
Iranian exports and at the best they could be because of imports from Japan and Qatar.The justification for 
exclusion of Japan goes squarely against the original finding against Japan. 

f) M/s Petrochem Middle East FZE has been given an individual margin only for its sales from Saudi Arabia, 
whereas for Iran origin sales (Arvand Petrochemical Company), the Exporter has been completely excluded from 
the margin calculation. The Exporter should be included in the appropriate table for individual dumping margin 
(and injury margin) with Arvand Petrochemical Company. 

g) Due to the existence of negative price underselling, it can be established that the imports from Iran are not 
injuring the Petitioner as non-injurious price is lower that the landed value. 

h) The Authority has failed to analyse the impact of chlorine on caustic soda. 

i) The Authority proceeded to initiate the present mid-term review investigation which included Saudi Arabia and 
USA as Subject Countries even when the Petitioner had neither provided any information nor requested for 
review of anti-dumping duties on imports from Saudi Arabia and USA. 

j) Since the initiation is based on the application made by the Petitioner, the investigation can also be terminated on 
the basis of a withdrawal letter filed by them. The withdrawal letter of the Petitioner is not available in the public 
file. Without the Petitioner’s letter, the interested parties are unable to analyse the same and provide meaningful 
comments. Not placing critical information such as this letter in the public file is in violation of the interested 
parties’ right to be heard. 

k) The present investigation is ill-timed and further the application for the initiation of a mid-term review was 
withdrawn by the domestic industry, the Designated Authority decided on its own to continue the investigation 
decision of the Designated Authority will inevitably lead to a deadlock situation where the final findings will not 
be implemented by the Ministry of Finance due to the time constraint as it happened in the previous mid-term 
review in 2011. 

l) There is a sharp increase in capacity and production and sales, it is difficult to understand on what basis, the 
Petitioners’ are claiming injury. The likelihood of substantially increased importation cannot be established. 

m) The Authority has not explained how such negligible imports are causing injury to the domestic industry. The 
imports from Saudi Arabia as a percentage of the total demand constituted a mere 0.02% in the POI. 

n) The essential facts in the disclosure statement do not demonstrate that there is a causal link between alleged 
dumping and injury to the domestic industry. Production and sales have improved significantly during the injury 
analysis period. Further, there is no price suppression and price depression in the facts of this case. 

Examination by the Authority 

102. It is noted that the issues raised at post disclosure stage have already been examined by the Authority in above 
relevant paragraphs, however for the sake of the clarity of the submissions they are addressed as below: 

a) With respect to rejection of response of APC, Iran, the Authority noted that APC and PCC have filed complete 
questionnaire response, however, BIPC has not filed a questionnaire response. BIPC has exported some quantity of 
the subject goods to India which are very small as compared to the total quantity of the co-operative producer. Since 
BIPC has not filed questionnaire response, the Authority has treated this company as non-cooperative but in view of 
the position explained above the producer and majority exporter from Iran have been considered co-operative. M/s 
Petrochem Middle East FZE, has been excluded from consideration in case of Iran because there is no exports by 
them during POI, as also confirmed by the producer viz. Arvand Petrochemical Company, Iran. 

b) With regard to the timing of the present investigation, the power of the Authority to extend the review suo moto to 
other countries and exclusion of Japan, a detailed explanation and rationale has been given in earlier paragraphs of 
this finding. 
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c) The request of withdrawal of the application by the Domestic Industry was noted, however, the Authority considers 
that detailed proceedings have already been undertaken in the present review investigation and decided that it is 
more appropriate to issue the findings of this investigation. 

d) A detailed likelihood analysis required under Rule 23(1) has been carried out in terms of provisions mentioned in 
Annexure II of Rule 9(2) and also as directed by Hon’ble High Court of Ahmedabad in another mid-term review 
petition. The conclusions drawn have been stated under the relevant paragraphs of this finding. 

e) Annexure III of customs notification no. 15/2011- Customs (N.T.) dated 1 st March, 2011 has laid down the 
principles for determination of Non-Injurious price. The NIP for the instant case has been determined following the 
said rule. The Chlorine is treated as a by-product and credit has been given based on its net realisation value. 

M. CONCLUSIONS 

103. The authority notes that the present investigation being a midterm review investigation, changes in circumstances 
must be of lasting nature in order to vary the duty. While the petitioner contended that the anti-dumping duties are 
required to be increased in view of increase in dumping margin and injury margin, the investigation has not shown that 
the dumping and injury margins have increased. 

104. The authority notes that the domestic industry filed the present petition requesting enhancement in the quantum of 
anti-dumping duty in respect of imports from Iran in view of significant increase in imports from Iran, low quantum of 
anti-dumping duties and increase in its cost of production. Further, the authority extended the investigation to imports 
from Saudi Arabia and USA considering that the request for the domestic industry was on the basis of increase in the 
cost of production in India and therefore the same grounds hold good in respect of imports from Saudi Arabia and US 
also. 

105. As far as Iran is concerned, the investigation has shown that the dumping margin and injury margin in respect of 
exports from APC through PCC and Petrochem Middle-east (FZE), Dubai, Iran is negative, therefore no case is made 
out for enhancement in the quantum of anti-dumping duties. 

106. As regards Saudi Arabia, the investigation has shown that the dumping margin and injury margin in respect of actual 
imports from Saudi Arabia are positive. Further, goods produced by SADAF and exported by STME and Petrochem 
Middle-east (FZE), Dubai were earlier subjected to nil rate of antidumping duty, while the goods produced by SADAF 
and exported by SABIC or any other exporter were subjected to antidumping duty @ US$130.60/DMT. The exports 
from SADAF, Saudi Arabia to India through STME and Petrochem Middle-east (FZE), Dubai are being made at a price 
which is below normal value and NIP of the domestic industry. Thus, it is established that there is a need for 
modification in the quantum of anti-dumping duty. 

107. As regards USA, no response has been filed by any producer/exporter, the individual dumping and injury margin could 
not be calculated, however, the likelihood analysis indicates that withdrawal of duty against USA may cause exports 
from USA into India at dumped prices causing injury to the Domestic Industry. 

108. Examination of various injury parameters relating to domestic industry shows that the domestic industry has suffered 
injury on some parameters. The Domestic Industry had filed a petition for increased injury and consequent 
enhancement of current antidumping duty against Iran, however, the data from the responding producer/exporter in Iran 
clearly indicates absence of any dumping and injury. There are some indicators of likelihood but the same are not 
sufficient to establish injury in case of co-operative exporters from Iran. The data from Saudi Arabia shows presence of 
dumping and injury. In absence of response from USA the duties as recommended earlier are being continued. 

Indian Industry’s Interest And Other Issues 

109. The Authority recognizes that imposition of antidumping duties might affect the price level of product in India. 
However, fair competition in Indian market will not be reduced by the anti-dumping measures. On the contrary, 
imposition of anti-dumping measures would remove the unfair advantage gained by dumping practices, would arrest 
the decline of the Domestic Industry and help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods. 
Consumers could still maintain two or more sources of supply. 



56 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


110. The Authority notes that the purpose of antidumping duties, in general, is to eliminate injury caused to the Domestic 
Industry by unfair trade practices of dumping so as to re-establish a situation of open and fair competition in Indian 
market, which is in the general interest of the country. Imposition of anti-dumping measures would not restrict imports 
from the subject countries in any way, and therefore, would not affect the availability of the products to the consumers. 

N. RECOMMENDATIONS 

111. The Authority notes that the review investigation was initiated and notified to all interested parties and adequate 
opportunity was given to the exporters, importers and other interested parties to provide positive information on the 
aspects of dumping, injury and causal link. Having initiated and conducted the investigation into dumping, injury and 
the causal link thereof in terms of the AD Rules, the Authority considers it necessary to recommend imposition of 
definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of subject goods from the subject countries in the form and manner described 
hereunder. 

112. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the Authority, the Authority recommends imposition of definitive 
anti-dumping duty equal to the lesser of margin of dumping and margin of injury, from the date of notification to be 
issued in this regard by the Central Government, in modification of Customs Notification No. 49/2012 dated 26th 
November, 2012. Accordingly, the antidumping duty equal to the amount indicated in Col No.9 of the table below is 
recommended to be imposed on all imports of the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject countries. 


Duty Table 

Sr. 

No 

Tariff 

Item* 

Description 

of 

Goods 

Specification 

Country 
of Origin 

Country 
of Export 

Producer 

Exporter 

Amount 

(in 

USD) 

UOM 

(i) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

■ 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any 

Grade 

Iran 

Iran 

Arvand 

Petrochemicals 

Petro Chemical 

commercial 

company 

Nil 

DMT 

2 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Iran 

Iran 

Any combination other than 

Sr No. 1 above 

9.75 

DMT 

3 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Iran 

Any 
country 
other than 
the 

subject 

countries 

Any 

Any 

9.75 

DMT 

4 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Any 
country 
other 
than the 
subject 
countries 

Iran 

Any 

Any 

9.75 

DMT 

5 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Saudi Petro¬ 
chemical Co. 
(SADAF) 

SHELL trading 
(ME) Pvt. Ltd., 
UAE and 
Petrochem 
Middle East 

FZE, Dubai 

16.24 

DMT 

6 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Any combination other than 

Sr No. 5 above 

16.24 

DMT 

7 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Any 
country 
other than 
the 

subject 

countries 

Any 

Any 

16.24 

DMT 
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8 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Any 
country 
other 
than the 
subject 
countries 

Saudi 

Arabia 

Any 

Any 

16.24 

DMT 

9 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

USA 

USA 

Any 

Any 

55.96 

DMT 

10 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

USA 

Any 
country 
other than 
the 

subject 

countries 

Any 

Any 

55.96 

DMT 

11 

281511 

281512 

Caustic 

Soda 

Any Grade 

Any 
country 
other 
than the 
subject 
countries 

USA 

Any 

Any 

55.96 

DMT 


*Custom classification is only indicative and the determination of the duty shall be made as per the description of 
PUC. 

113. An appeal against the order of the Central Government arising out of this final finding shall lie before the Customs, 
Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act. 


Dr. INDER JIT SINGH, Add. Secy. & Designated Authority 
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